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I.  THE    FINANCIAL   REFORM   MOYEV  OSITION 

OF    IKIMl  >TS. 

IT  has  been  suggested  from  many  quarters  that  some  record 
should  be  prepared  of  the  remarkable  agitation  which 
passed  over  Ireland  during  last  Autumn  and  Winter,  in 
favour  of  the  readjustment  of  the  Financial  Relations  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  on  the  basts  of  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission.  The  movement  has,  indeed,  been 
almost  unique  in  its  comprehension  of  various  parties  and 
classes.  To  find  a  parallel  for  it  men's  minds  have  gone 
back  to  the  days  of  1782.  when  Grattan  and  Flood  led  a 
united  Ireland  to  the  achievement  of  its  legislative  inde- 
pendence and  commercial  freedom.  That  the  full  force 
and  representative  character  of  the  movement  should  be 
thoroughly  understood,  that  its  arguments  and  objects 
might  escape  misrepresentation,  it  has  been  thought  well  to 
collect  in  a  handy  and  permanent  form  an  account  of  the 
various  meetings,  speeches,  declarations  and  demands, 
which  have  emanated  from  the  various  persons  and  bodies 
that  have  participated  in  the  great  national  uprising.  Such 
is  the  aim  of  the  present  publication. 

Various  explanations  have  been  offered  of  the  universal 
and  united  character  of  the  movement,  and  especially  of 
the  participation  in  it  of  the  Irish  gentry,  and  the  majority 
of  the  Irish  Unionists.  The  explanation  most  readily  ac- 
cepted by  the  leaders  of  public  opinion  in  Great  Britain  is, 
that  the  Irish  gentry  have  joined  with  a  people  from  which 
they  have  been  long  separated  on  political  questions,  merely 
out  of  revenge  for  the  Land  Act  of  1896.  Colour  has  been 
lent  to  this  explanation  by  the  indiscreet  writings  of  unau- 
thorised gentlemen  who  pretended  to  speak  for  the  landlord 
class.  But  the  alleged  motive  has  been  repudiated,  as  will 
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be  seen  from  the  following  pages,  by  the  leaders  of  the  land- 
lord party.  The  repudiation  may  be  accepted.  There  is 
no  necessity  to  ascribe  such  a  motive  to  the  Irish  gentlemen 
who  have  assisted  in  pressing  the  Irish  demand  for  financial 
reform  on  an  unwilling  Ministry  and  Parliament 

The  natural  explanation  is  here  the  true  one.  The  union 
of  classes  has  merely  reflected  the  union  of  the  Irish  repre- 
sentatives on  the  Royal  Commission,  and  that  union  was 
the  product  of  the  facts  proved  and  revealed  during  the 
course  of  its  proceedings.  The  member  for  East  Belfast 
had  no  landlord  grievance  to  avenge ;  nor  is  Mr.  Charles 
Martin  a  member  of  the  Landlord  Convention.  The  fact 
is,  that  most  Irish  Unionists  gave  way  very  reluctantly  and 
slowly  to  the  conviction  forced  upon  them  by  the  revela- 
tions of  the  Royal  Commission.  They  had  held  strongly 
the  belief  that  "  the  wealthy  and  generous  partner"  theory 
of  the  Union  was  the  true  one  ;  that  Ireland  had  benefited 
financially  by  the  Act  of  1801 ;  and  that  assertions  to  the 
contrary  were  the  offspring  of  Nationalist  prejudices  and 
delusions,  and  had  no  basis  in  fact 

True,  even  distinguished  Unionists,  who  examined  the 
financial  history  of  Ireland  since  the  Union,  had  come  to 
conclusions  not  quite  reconcileable  with  the  theory.  Mr. 
Lecky,  for  example,  in  the  last  chapter  of  his  history — a 
chapter  strongly  antagonistic  to  the  later  phases  of  the 
Nationalist  movement — has  confessed  that  the  financial 
arrangements  of  the  Union  resulted  unfortunately.  Having 
pointed  out  how  Castlereagh's  predictions  were  falsified  by 
the  event,  and  recounted  the  successive  steps  by  which  what 
is  emphatically  called  "equality  of  taxation"  was  estab- 
lished between  the  two  countries — (In  ten  years  the  taxation 
of  Ireland  was  increased  52  per  cent,  while  that  of  Great 
Britain  was  only  increased  17  per  cent,  and  the  proportion 
of  the  Irish  to  the  British  revenue,  which  in  the  first  sixteen 
years  of  the  century  was  between  one-thirteenth  and  one- 
fourteenth,  rose  in  ten  years  after  1852  to  one- tenth  or  one- 
ninth.) — Mr.  Lecky  writes: — 

14  It  is  no  part  of  my  task  to  discuss  the  wisdom  or  propriety  of 
these  measures,  or  to  examine  what  would  have  been  the  financial 
condition  of  Ireland  if  she  had  retained  her  separate  Parliament, 
or  if  the  clause  in  the  Act  of  Union  had  been  drawn  as  licresford 
desired.  But  the  contrast  between  the  hopes  held  out  in  the 
speech  of  Castlereagh  and  the  actual  course  of  events  cannot  be 


denied,  and  it  exercised  an  unfortunate  influence  on  the  history  of 
the  Union.  Nor  was  it  possible  for  an  Empire  which  was  crippled 
by  the  strain  of  a  gigantic  war,  and  during  many  subsequent  years 
almost  crashed  by  the  burden  of  its  colossal  debt,  to  assist  Irish 
development  as  it  might  have  done  in  happier  times.  In  our  own 
day  the  Imperial  Parliament  has  conferred  an  inestimable  benefit 
on  Ireland  by  largely  placing  at  her  service  the  unrivalled  credit 
of  the  Empire  ;  by  lending  immense  sums  for  purposes  of  public 
v  at  a  much  lower  rate  of  interest  than  any  purely  Irish  fund 
could  possibly  have  borne ;  but  it  was  only  after  an  Act  passed  in 
the  filth  year  of  Queen  Victoria  that  this  policy  was  to  any  con- 
siderable extent  adopted*" 

Among  the  services  done  by  the  Royal  Commission  has 
been  the  exact  measurement  of  the  "  inestimable  benefit  " 
referred  to  by  Mr.  Lecky.  It  consists  in  this,  that  the 
Hritish  Treasury  acts  as  banker  for  the  Irish  Savings  Bank 
depositors ;  receives  eight  millions  of  their  money  on  de- 
posit at  two  and  a -half  per  cent. ;  and  lends  back  the  same 
money  to  Irish  local  authorities  at  rates  higher  than 
those  for  which  the  same  local  authorities,  though  having 
only  Irish  rates  to  offer  as  a  security,  would,  if  free  to  go 
into  the  money  market,  be  able  to  borrow. 

Moderate  as  were  Mr.  Lecky 's  doubts  of  the  fiscal  ad- 
vantage to  Ireland  of  the  Union  arrangement,  they  were 
shared  by  few  Irish  Unionists  until  the  evidence  and 
verdict  of  the  Royal  Commission  were  published.  The 
first  effect  was  one  of  surprise  and  incredulity  ;  and  despite 
the  authority  and  the  practical  unanimity  of  the  Commission 
there  was  considerable  delay  before  Unionist  opinion 
illised  on  the  qucst.jn.  Mr.  £.  P.  Culverwell,  Fellow 
of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  accurately  defines,  in  a  letter  to 
the  Times t  the  position  of  the  Irish  Unionists  on  this 
question.  He  writes: — 

sh  Unionists  have  not  plunged  hastily  into  this  agitation. 
Our  confidence  in  British  justice  and  generosity  has  been  great, 
and  will  not  lightly  be  broken.  We  have  indeed  long  known  that 
there  are  grounds  for  complaint.  Such  facts  as  that  the  aged 
Irishman  who  has  spent  the  whole  of  his  productive  life  labouring 
in  England  is,  when  old  and  useless,  sent  back  to  an  Irish  work- 
house, to  be  a  burden  on  the  parish  which  nurtured  him,  though 
it  had  no  fruition  of  his  labours  ;  that  of  all  the  great  Imperial 
workshops  not  one  is  to  be  found  in  Ireland ;  that  every  Irish 
undertaking  promoted  in  Parliament  has  to  pay  its  heavy  toll  of 
legal  fees  to  London — these  and  a  host  of  other  minor  grievances 
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we  knew.  But  we  thought  thit  only  economic  obstacles  and  the 
diffii  *  moving  the  cumbrous  machinery  of  Parliament  pre- 

•  •moval.   Our  confidence  in  the  fundamental  h 
am)  fostering  care  of  Parliament  was  unshaken.     Far  from  Irish 
Unionists  having   jumped  at  the  idea    of  getting  a  couple  of 
millions  from  England,  months  elapsed  after  the  publication  of 
the  figures  in  the  Report  before  they  joined  in  th<  move- 

ment    Till  they  had  studied  the  Report  ised  to  believe 

that   Km«iish  statesmen  had  so  grievously  wronged  them  : 
shrugged  their  shoulders  and  felt  convinced  that  there  was  a 
fallacy  somewhere.     I  know  one  who  did  so—  But,  now 

that  the  Report  has  been  studied,  all  that  is  changed.  The  demand 
for  the  Report  has  been  unprecedented.  No  bookseller  in  Dublin 
has  a  copy  left.  If  Englishmen  will  study  it  as  Irishmen  have 
studied  it,  then  I  have  a  confident  hope  that  they  will  so  respond 
to  our  just  claims  as  to  draw  closer  together  the  sister  countries." 

It  would  be  a  great  mistake,  therefore,  to  regard  the  de- 
claration of  Unionist  opinion  on  the  question  as  that  of 
disappointed  and  ruffled  landlords.  The  greatest  and  most 
determined  section  of  that  opinion  represents  the  convic- 
tion of  Unionist  commercial  men,  as  the  declaration  of  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce  bear  witness.  The  formation  of 
opinion  was  greatly  influenced  by  the  writings  of  the  late 
Mr.  James  Poole  Maunsell,  the  proprietor  and  editor  of 
the  Daily  Express,  and  a  member  of  the  Unionist  Alliance. 
But  the  convictions  expressed  in  the  subsequent  meetings 
by  Irish  Unionists  were  deliberate  and  well-considered, 
and  formed  upon  the  merits  of  the  issue  raised,  guided  by 
the  Irish  Unionists' conception  of  their  duty  to  Ireland  as  a 
whole,  as  well  as  to  the  Union. 

2.   THE    HISTORY   OF    THE    QUESTION  :    l8oi-l886. 

The  question  is  not  a  new  one  in  Ireland,  nor  is  it  the 
first  time  that  it  has  occupied  the  attention  of  Parliament 
and  the  public  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Nothing  could  be 
more  at  variance  with  the  facts  of  history  than  the  allega- 
tion made  by  certain  writers  and  speakers,  that  the  new 
movement  is  directed  against  a  system  and  against  arrange- 
ments acquiesced  in  without  question  and  without  protest, 
even  by  Irish  representatives,  "  for  the  last  80  years."  It 
is  truer  to  say  that  the  protest,  first  against  the  fiscal 
arrangements  established  by  the  Union,  and,  next,  against 
the  system  under  which  Ireland  has  been  taxed  indis- 


Introduction.  xi 

criminate!)'  with  Great  Britain,  has  been  constant     Now 
and    a«f;  .ay  have  given  place  to  the  ,n  oC 

acuter  questions.    But  from  the  days  01 

•nt  day  the  protest  has  been  continued  by 
generations  of  Irish  politicians  and  successive  Irish  parties. 
The  over-taxation  question  was  one  of  the  first  to  which 
O'Conncll  devoted  himself  on  his  admission  to  Parliament 
On  March  i;th,  1830,  he  declared  that  Ireland  was  being 
taxed  in  her  poverty ;  and  he  contrasted  the  treat- 
ment of  England  with  that  meted  out  to  the  poorer 
country.  "  1  upland,"  he  said,  "possessing  immense  re- 
sources, had  obtained  a  remission  of  taxation  to  the 
amount  of  £3,400,000,  while  Ireland,  poor  and  harassed, 
instead  of  any  relief,  except  for  the  small  relief  derived 
from  the  repeal  of  the  leathern  tax,  Ireland  is  to  have  an 
additional  burthen  of  4 150,000."  Colonel  Davics,  a  Hi  it  Mi 
representative,  declared  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  that  he 
"  would  not  assimilate  the  taxes  of  the  two  countries,  by 
raising  those  of  Ireland,  but  by  lowering  the  taxes  of 

and,"  and  in  this  he  expressed  agreement  with  Sir 
John  Newport.  They  were  both  but  expressing  the  policy 
of  Pitt,  and  the  former  opinion  of  Wellington,  which  it  is 
now,  it  would  seem,  an  economic  o  recall.  Later  in 

month  O'Connell  returned  to  the  subject.  "  Three 
millions  of  taxes  were,"  he  said, "  to  be  taken  off  the  people 
of  England,  but  then  they  were  not  to  be  taken  off  until 
October.  It  was  an  odd  species  of  relief  to  tell  the  suffer- 
ers that  if  they  survived  until  the  month  of  October  they 
should  then  drink  beer  cheap.  So  much  for  the  people  of 
England  ;  but  what  was  to  be  said  to  the  people  of  Ireland  ? 
From  the  taxation  of  the  people  of  Ireland  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  taken  off  ,£30,000  or  £40,000  in  the 
shape  of  the  leather  duty.  It  was  well  done ;  and,  as  far 
as  it  went,  he  was  grateful  for  it ;  but,  then  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  had  added  £110,000  on  stamps,  and  ^2O,oooor 
{, 30,000  on  spirits.  If,  therefore,  the  Vice-Prcsidcnt  of  the 
Board  of  Trade's  principle,  that  to  diminish  the  taxation  of 
the  people  of  England  was  to  diminish  their  distress,  was 
a  good  principle,  it  followed  that  to  increase  the  taxation  0/4 
the  people  of  Ireland  was  to  increase  their  distress.  The 
people  of  Ireland  found  it  impracticable  to  bear  their  fresh 

it  of  distress  ;  and  to  make  them  go  more  easy,  it  was 
proposed  to  make  them  carry  double." 

Thus,  on  its  initiation,  the  policy  of  equalising  Irish  and 
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taxes   by   raising    the  former   was   met    with    an 
rmphatic  protest  by  the  leader  of  the  Irish  people.     He 
fcturncd  to  the  question  in   1834  in  his  speech  on  R< 
and  quoted  the  opinion  of  Sir  John  Newport,  that  in  view 
of   the  remissions  of  English  taxation   since  the  Union, 
'Ireland  has  an  equitable  claim  in  Parliament  for  a  remission 
of   taxation,  to    a   much    greater    extent   than    she    has 
experienced."      The   Repeal    Association    devoted    itself 
largely  to  the  question. 

Even  the  death  of  O'Connell  and  the  disappearance  of 
an  organised  Irish  Party  in  Parliament  did  not  involve  the 
abandonment  of  the  Irish  attitude  on  the  question  of  indis- 
criminate taxation.  Two-thirds  of  the  Irish  representatives, 
irrespective  of  party,  voted  against  the  extension  of  the 
income  tax  to  Ireland  in  1853.  The  further  progress  of 
11  equalization  '*  led  to  other  protests. 

In  1863  the  Municipal  Council  of  Dublin  appointed  a 
Special  Committee  on  the  State  of  the  Public  Accounts 
between  Ireland  and  Great  Britain.  Taxation  was  obvi- 
ously excessive,  and  the  latter-day  theory  that  extrava- 
gant expenditure  compensates  for  excessive  taxation  had 
not  then  been  invented,  for  it  would  have  offered  no  defence 
for  the  facts.  The  Committee  found  that  the  Irish  taxes 
expended  out  of  Ireland  in  1860  —  that  is  the  balance  over 
the  cost  of  what  the  Treasury  officials,  in  defiance  of  the 
56  George  III.,  c.  98,  have  now  termed  "  Irish  Services  "  — 
amounted  to  £4,095,453;  and  that  in  1861  the  drain 
amounted  to  .£3,970,715.  The  subject  was  much  dis- 
cussed ;  and  the  report,  which  had  been  drawn  up  by 
Alderman  J.  B.  Dillon,  was  debated  at  the  Statistical  and 
Social  Inquiry  Society  of  Ireland.  Among  the  speakers 
was  Mr.  Michael  Morris,  Q.C.  (now  the  famous  law-lord), 
who  soon  after  this  date  became  Conservative  Attorney- 
General.  He  congratulated  the  author  of  the  report  on 
"  his  practical  patriotism  and  great  ability.''  Mr.  Morris 
then  dealt  with  the  economic  sophism,  which  has  come  up 
again,  and  which  is  embodied  in  the  terms  of  reference  to  the 
new  Commission.  He  objected  most  strongly  to  the  argu- 
ment that  "taxes  should  be  put  on  what  were  called  perni- 
cious luxuries.  ...  He  was  one  of  those  who  considered 
that  taxes  were  raised  for  the  purpose  of  revenue,  and  not 
for  putting  down,  by  an  indirect  move,  any  species  of  in- 
dustry." He  then  turned  to  the  question  of  the  increase 
of  taxation  since  1852.  Up  to  that  year  he  declared 
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nd  paid,  at  least,  her  full  share  of  the  taxes  of  the 

iiad  the  startling  fa. 

years  new  taxes  were  put  upon  the  country  to  an  amount 
:i  was  in  round  numbers  two  millions.     In  1852  there 
were  people  who  consideicd   Ireland  excessively  taxed ; 
but  cent,  had  been  added  to  the  taxation  • 

Sir  K.  1.  Mi.  M-II.    pointed  out,  had  deliberately 

.  cd  the  taxation  of  the  country  in  1847,  especially 
with  regard  to  the  cost  of  the  Constabulary,  because  of  the 
effects  of  the  Corn  Laws  on  Ireland.  What  had  taken 
place,  he  asked,  since  1847,  that  she  should  be  burthcncd 
two  millions  more  of  taxation  ?  "To  use  the  words  of 
Sidney  Smith,  he  thought  that  a  man  should  be  trepanned 
before  he  could  be  convinced  of  the  justice  of  it."  Mr. 

ris  then  protested  against  the  expenditure  of  Irish 
money  elsewhere.  "  Lord  Byron  said  the  union  between 
this  country  and  England  was  like  the  union  between  a 
whale  and  the  thing  it  swallowed.  Ireland  participated  in 
the  payment  of  taxes,  but  not  in  their  expenditure. 

h  people  should  not  be  treated  as  milch  cows."  • 
The  answer  given  to  this  part  of  the  Irish  case  in  1860 
has  a  very  remarkable  bearing  on  the  question  as  at  issue 
now  ;  and  will  be  considered  later  on. 

The  protest  of  the  Dublin  Municipal  Council  was  not 
an  isolated  protest.  It  was  repeated  in  Parliament,  even 
by  Irish  Conservative  members.  The  appointment  of 
General  Dunne's  Committee  was  one  consequence.  It  was 
admitted  by  the  Committee  that  the  then  recent  increases  of 
taxation  had  pressed  unequally  on  Ireland  as  "the 
weakest  part  of  the  community/'  and  as  its  ability  "  to 
bear  heavy  taxation  is  evidently  less  than  the  ability  of 
England"  The  Committee  denied,  however,  that  Ireland 
could  have  separate  treatment ;  while  at  the  same  time,  it 
rejected  the  following  amendment  which  was  proposed  to 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote's  report  : — *  As,  however,  the  taxes 
imposed  on  England  and  Ireland  arc  paid,  not  by  those 
countries  but  by  the  individuals  who  live  in  them — as  these 
taxes  are  imposed  either  on  expenditure,  or  in  proportion 
to  income  .  .  .  your  Committee  attach  little  value  to 
such  proportions  (viz.,  the  proportions  of  relative  ability) 
as  bearing  on  the  question  of  Irish  taxation."  This,  it  will 
be  observed,  is  the  argument  now  used  in  answer  to  the 

•**r»al9ftk<Sta!isti<ml**4S«iallH<t*irjS«*ty9fIr4*»l.  Sercme.-nth 
Pa  ,  May,  1864.     Dublin:  td  w*nl  Powooby,  1864. 
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Report  of  the  Royal  Commission.     In  fact,  the  amend- 
ment itself  was  quoted  by  the  Times  recently  as  authorita- 
tive on  the  question  of  principle.     The    Tiwcs,  ho\\ 
rather  characteristically  forgot  to  mention,  that  thede< 
tion  had  been  rejected  by  the  Commission  which  adopted 

Stafford  Northcote's  Report 

When  the  Home  Rule  League  and  the  Home  Rule 
Party  came  into  being  they  were  largely  occupied  with  the 
subject  Numerous  pamphlets  were  published  on  the 
question,  and  there  were  frequent  debates,  in  which  Mr. 
Mitchell- Henry,  since  a  Liberal-Unionist,  and  Sir  Joseph 
N.  M'Kcnna  stated  and  re-stated  the  Irish  claim  for 
redress. 

3.  THE    HISTORY   OF   THE   QUESTION  :     l886-'94. 

The  question  of  the  relative  tax-bearing  powers  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  became  a  question  of  immediate 
interest  in  1886,  when  Mr.  Gladstone  introduced  his  first 
Home  Rule  Bill.  Under  that  scheme  Ireland  was  credited 
with  the  total  revenue  collected  in  Ireland.  Mr.  Gladstone, 
in  introducing  the  Bill,  declared  that  it  would  be  only 
equitable  and  just,  having  regard  to  past  relations,  to  so 
credit  Ireland.  The  revenue  thus  allowed  to  Ireland  was 
nearly  two  millions  in  excess  of  the  Treasury  estimate  of 
the  true  Irish  revenue  for  the  year.  But  as  the  latter  is 
based  on  hypothetical  figures  regarding  the  consumption 
of  Irish  Customable  articles,  including  tobacco  and  tea, 
the  exact  figures  are  not  known.  Under  the  scheme  pro- 
posed, Ireland  would  have  paid  out  of  her  gross  revenue 
£1,466,000,  or  -^th  of  the  charges  on  the  National  Debt; 
£1,666,000,  or  -jVth  towards  the  Army  and  Navy  expen- 
diture ;  ,£110,000  for  Imperial  civil  expenditure;  and 
.£1,000,000  towards  the  cost  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary. The  total  of  these  charges  was  ,£4,242,000.  But  if 
the  Treasury  estimate  of  the  true  Irish  revenue  be  correct, 
and  allowance  be  made  for  the  cost  of  the  Constabulary, 
the  real  contribution  to  Imperial  expenditure  as  classified 
by  the  Treasury  officials  was  about  -jfrth,  or  about 
.£1,250,000  out  of  ^£48,630,000.  Mr.  Parnell  criticised  the 
proportion  of  -^th  taken  by  Mr.  Gladstone  as  the  ratio  of 
Ireland's  taxable  capacity  to  the  taxable  capacity  of  Great 
Britain,  and  contended  that  ^th  would  be  a  fairer  standard. 

After  the  defeat  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill,  and  during  the 


acrimon  tTgles  within  and  without  Parliament  which 

arose  in  the  years  immediately  following,  the  question 
temporarily  disappeared  from  the  arena  of  discussion  But 
it  u.i  i.,  ••!  once  again  in  a  definite  and  unavoidable  way, 
by  the  discussions  which  began  in  1890 over  Mr.  Goschen'f 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill.  On  May  2oth,  1890^ 
Mr.  definitely  challenged  the  financial 

ccn  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  demanded 
an  inquiry  before  any  addition  should  again  be  made  to 
i  taxation.     He  said:— 

claim  as  a  nutter  of  right  that  a  Select  Committee  of  this 
House  be  appointed  to  consider  the  incidence  of  Imperial  Uxa- 
it  the  present  roon  •  ireat  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  I 

ask  the  House  to  suspend  the  portion  of  the  proposal  with  regard 
to  increased  taxation,  so  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned,  until  that 
(  e  has  reported  whether  the  present  incidence  of  tax 

in  Cireat  Britain  and  Ireland  is  tolerable  or  fair,  and  what  steps 
should  be  taken,  if  the  burden  is  found  to  be  undue  in  the  case 
of  Ireland,  to  reduce  her  contribution  to  such  an  amount  as  will 
appear  to  be  a  more  just  contribution,  from  the  relative  capacity 
of  each  country,  to  contribute  to  the  common  purse  of  the  United 
Kingdom.* 

Mr.  Goschcn's  system  of  contributions  in  aid  from 
Imperial  to  local  resources  involved  the  separation  and 
sub-division  of  the  United  Kingdom  into  different  entities. 
As  in  the  case  of  the  recent  Agricultural  Kates  Act,  relief 
was  given  to  local  authorities  and  rates,  not  by  the  opera- 
tion of  a  common  indiscriminate  principle  and  system 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom,  but  strictly  in  proportion 
to  each  country's  contribution  to  the  Imperial  purse.  In 
other  words  the  system  intended  and  promised  by  the 
statesmen  of  the  Union  was  inverted.  Instead  of  a  system 
of  discriminate  taxation  according  to  the  capacity  of  each 
state  of  the  Union  and  of  indiscriminate  expenditure,  there 
was  then  established  a  system  of  indiscriminate  taxation 
and  discriminate  expenditure,  under  which  the  poorest 
country  is  taxed  beyond  its  capacity,  and  relieved  in  an 
:  se  ratio  to  its  necessity. 

In  view  of  the  proposed  changes  Mr.  Goschcn  could  not 
deny  the  necessity  for  an  inquiry.  "The  point  of  the 
whole  speech  of  the  honourable  gentleman,"  he  said  in 
reply  to  Mr.  Sexton,  "  is  that  Ireland  is  overtaxed,  that 
her  contributions  to  the  revenue  arc  in  excess  of  what 
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Ireland  ought  to  pay ;  and  that  Ireland  docs  not  receive 
back  her  fair  share.  .  .  .  The  honourable  member  asks 
that  there  should  be  a  committee  to  review  the  taxation 
of  Ireland.  I  will  consult  my  right  hon.  friend  (the  late 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury),  and  I 
think  we  shall  be  prepared  to  grant  an  inquiry  into  the 
financial  relations  of  the  two  countries — Scotland  and 
Ireland."  The  result  of  the  consultation  was  that  Mr. 
Goschcn  undertook  on  behalf  of  the  Government — the 
Unionist  Government  of  Lord  Salisbury — to  appoint  a 
special  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject.*  On  June 
I2th,  1890,  Mr.  Goschen  declared  the  "intention  of  the 
Government  was  to  secure  a  practical  investigation  into 
the  present  incidence  of  taxation  in  Ireland,  and  its  rela- 
tion to  the  taxation  of  the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom." 
The  Committee  was  appointed  on  August  I3th,  1890,  on 
the  motion  of  Mr.  Goschen.  It  consisted  of  twenty-one 
members,  amongst  whom  were  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr. 
Goschen,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Sir  M.  White  Ridley, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther,  and  Mr.  Jackson, 
Unionists ;  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  Childers,  Sir  H.  Fowler, 
and  Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannerman,  Liberals ;  with  Mr. 
Sexton  and  Mr.  Dillon  as  representatives  of  the  Irish 
Party.  By  the  reference  the  Committee  was  ordered  to 
inquire : — 

"  How  far  the  Financial  Relations  established  by  the  sums  so 
contributed,  paid,  advanced,  or  promised,  or  by  any  other  existing 
conditions  are  equitable,  having  regard  to  the  resources  and 
population  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  respectively." 

The  Committee  held  only  one  meeting.  The  proposal 
to  re-appoint  it  in  the  subsequent  Sessions  of  the  Unionist 
Parliament  was  defeated  by  the  opposition  of  the  Welsh 
members,  who  wished  to  have  Wales  included  in  the  terms 
of  reference.  To  this  Mr.  Goschen  would  not  consent. 
"Wales,"  he  said,  "has  never  been  treated  as  a  separate 
fixed  entity."  Mr.  Sexton  strongly  protested  against  the 
delay  in  the  inquiry,  declaring  that  Ireland  was  paying 
^3,000,000  a  year  more  to  the  Imperial  Revenue  than  she 
ought  to  pay,  thus  anticipating,  with  remarkable  foresight, 
the  verdict  of  the  Commission.  In  the  subsequent  Session 
Of  1892,  he  again  called  for  the  re-appointment  of  the 

*  Sec  Mr.  Motley's  letter. 


induction. 

Committee.     Adverting  to  the  distribution  of  Imperial 
,  he  said  :— 

:»on  every  occasion  when  a  financial  question  comes  op 

if  you  poorest    country   in  the  world  and  we 

t,  you  could  not  be  more  eager  and  resolute 

.dvantage  of  us  in  every  transaction.  Whenever 

is  a  question  of  placing  Ireland  at  a  disadvantage  then  the 

ween  us  is  close,  but  whfnnvr  tktrt  it  a  qutition  */  dn- 

i dvantage  tktn  your  Unionut  bt&mts  a  Stparatid  in  tkt 

.kling  of  an  eyt,  and  mate  off  with  thi  // 

Could  there  be  a  more  accurate  description  of  the  poll 

•ig  Act  ? 

is  been  said  to  prove  that  so  far  from  the 
being  a  new  one,  so  far  from  the  system  of  indis- 
•n   completed  in   1858 — not  eighty  years 
asserts — having  been  acquiesce 
land  and  representative  in- 
lined  a  continued  protest  a 
;re  upon  Ireland. 

4.  THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  :    ITS  COMPOSITION. 

long  desired   inquiry  at   length  came,  when 

t  was  issued  on  the  26th  May,  189^,  ap- 
pointing as  Commissioners  the  persons  whose  labours  have 
led  to  such  .iblc  consequences  in  Ireland.  The 

composition    of    the    Commission    and    its   authori* 
character  are  worthy  of  special  attention.     They  will  be 
best  appreciated   after  a  brief  account  of  the  Con 

ht  lion.  HUGH  C.  K  who  was  chosen 

first  Chairman,  had  been  a  Member  of  the  Government  of 
Victoria,  1851-7,  and  a  Commissioner  of  Trade  and  Customs; 
he  was  a  1-ord  ol  the  Adi  the 

.  1865-6  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  iS6> 

ccllor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  1872-3;  Secretary  of 
for  War,  1880-82  ;  and  Chancellor  of  the  Exchc 

was  Secretary  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  for  his  sc<  that  capacity  was  created  a  Baronet 

in  1883,  and  raised  to  the  peerage  in  1893. 

Lo;  C.B.,  1874  ;  K.C.B.,  1882  ;  G.C.B.,  1892  ; 

Baron   U.K.,  1894);  entered  the  Treasury  in   1856;  was 
appointed  Auditor  of  H..Y 

b 


' 

1  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,    1880-85  ;   was 
y  to  the  Treasury,  1885-94. 

The  Right  Hon.    O'CpNOR    DON,  who    was    elected 
Chairman  of  the   Commission   upon    the    death    of   Mr. 
( "hiUlcrs,  is  an   Irish    Privy  Councillor  and  landlord.     He 
i  Sheriff  of  Co.  Sligo,  1863,  and  is  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Roscommon.    He  sat  in   Parliament  as  representative 
for  County  Roscommon,  from   1860  to   1880.     lie    i-  t he- 
sole  v  ;   member  of  General   Ihmnc's   Parliamentary 
Committee  on  the  Financial  Relations  of  Great  Hritain  and 
.ml,  which  reported  in  1865. 

SIR  ROBERT  G.  C.  HAMILTON,  K.C.B.,  entered  tin  Civil 
Service  in  1855,  when  he  went  to  the  Crimea  in  the  Commis- 
sariat Establishment.  He  was  Accountant  to  the  Kducat  i<  >n 
Office  from  1861  to  1869  ;  and  to  the  Board  of  Trade  fmm 
1869  to  1872  ;  Assistant-Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
1872-1878  ;  Accountant-General  of  the  Navy,  1878  to  1882  ; 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  1882  ;  Permanent  Under- 
secretary of  Ireland,  1883-87  ;  and  Governor  of  Tasmania, 
1887-1892.  Sir  Robert  Hamilton  died  during  the  progress  of 
the  inquiry ;  but  evidence  as  to  his  views  on  one  most  im- 
portant question  considered  by  the  Commission  was  given 
by  Sir  Robert  Giffcn.  lie  was  strongly  opposed  to  the 
that,  in  considering  the  taxation  of  Ireland,  the 
country  could  be  held  responsible  for  Imperial  expen- 
diture on  what  the  Treasury  terms  "  local  services."  It 
is  well  known  that  during  his  Irish  Secretaryship  he  made 
strong  recommendations  on  the  extravagance  of  the  cost 
of  Civil  Government  in  Ireland,  as  administered  bylmpcrial 
officials.  In  a  signed  article,  published  in  the  .S/><v//r/-,  he 
pointed  out  that,  under  Imperial  control,  the  cost  of  the 
administration  of  the  law  has  become  so  extravagant  that 
there  is  an  average  of  .£700  a  year  legal  patronage  for 
y  practising  barrister  in  Ireland. 

THOMAS  SUTHERLAND  is  M.P.  for  Greenock, 
Chairman  of  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam  Naviga- 
tion Company  ;  and  Director  of  the  Suez  Canal 
Company. 

SIR  DAVID  BARBOUR,K.C.S.I.,  entered  the  Civil  Service 
in  1863  ;  and  was  Secretary  to  the  Government  of  India  in 
the  Finance  and  Commerce  Department  to  1887  ;  and 
ordinary  Member  of  the  Council  of  the  Governor-General 
of  India  from  1887. 

The  Hon.  EDWARD  BLAKE,  M.P.,  was  Premier  of 
Ontario  in  1871-2  ;  Minister  of  Justice  and  President 'of  the 


Council  in  the  admini  f  acKcnzic,  1873  ; 

iccllor  of  the  Toronto  Univer*.  1876; 

am!  declined  a  knighthood  in  1887  ;  became  Mcmbc 
i  1892. 

K«j.,  was  a  member 

1  .ondon    Financial    Firm ;    and   was  selected    by 
Lord  Salisbury  to  represent  the  United  Kingdom  at  the 
•nal  Conference  on  Hi-Mf.-tallitm,  which  was  held 
russcls. 

W.    A.  nbcr   for   Aberdeen, 

1885-96 ;  Professor  of  Roman  Law  and  of  Jurisprudence 
<:,  London. 

ig  Dublin  merchant  and 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce.     In  politics  be 
is  a  Unionist. 

I    !  M.P.,   Member  for   New  Ross, 

1882-1885  ;  for  South  Wcxford,  1885  to  1891  ;  for  Water- 

i  s  1 1 .     Mr.  Redmond  is  the  leader  of  the  Parncllite 

TH<»M  \  >N,  Esq.,  M.P.,  was  Member  of  Parlia- 

ment for  Sligo  from  1880-1885  :  Member  for  West  Belfast, 
1886  mber  f(  erry,  1892-96.  He  was 

d  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  in  1888  and  re-elected  1889. 
During  1  e  converted  the  City  Debt,  thus 

economy  of  many  thousands  a  year. 
Hi  SLATTERY,    Esq.,   is  a    \  .n  Irish 

finam  the  Chairman  of  th  il  Hank. 

G.  W.  WOLFF,  Esq.,  M.P.,  is  the  Unionist  represcnta- 
ast  Belfast.     He  is  a  member  of  the  famous  ship- 
building  firm  of  Harland  and  Wolff,   and  a  rccogi 
auth  commerce  and  industry. 

5.  THE   ROYAL  COMMI-  TS  UNANIMITY. 

Such  was  the  composition  of  the  Commission,  which, 

with  an  approach  to  unanimity,  rare  in  the  case  of  inquiries 

of  this  kiml,  has  reported  that  the  past  financial  treatment 

of  Ireland  was  harsh  and  unjust,  and  that,  while  her  present 

is  not  more  than  one-twentieth  of  that  of 

about  one-eleventh.     The 

fact  that  the  Commissioners  set  forth  their  views  on  points 
of  d<  eparatc  reports,  was,  for  a  time,  used  by  the 

opponents  of  reform  to  obscure  their  agreement  on  a  great 
portion  of  the  ground  covered  by  the  inquiry.  Fifteen 
gentlemen  took  part  in  the  inquiry.  Eleven  signed  the 


The  0\<  of  Irdu 

Final  Report,  and  tv  had  been 

adopt-         \\V  know  from  the  terms  of  Mr.  Child. 
Report  that  had  he  livrd  his  name  would  also  be  at4 

ocument.     Sir   Robert    Giffen's  to  Sir 

Robert    Hair  |  on  the  <jm>ti<>n  of  expenditure, 

s  no  doubt  that  he  too  would  have  been  found  in  a 
ment  with   the  majority  of  the  Com: 
thirteen  out  of  the  fifteen  Commissioners  were  in  absolute 
agreement  on  most  of  the  issues  raised. 

Nor  is  that  the  whole  measure  of  the  authority  in  favour 
of  the  report.     Sir  David  Barbour  is  in  practi<  mcnt 

with  his  fellow  Commissioners  on  the  five  findings  of  their 
Report.     He  agrees  that"  the  Act  of  Union  imposed 
upon  Ireland  a  burden  which,  a-  >ho\V( d.  sh< 

unable  to  bear;"  he  agrees " that  the  increase  of  taxation 
laid  upon  Ireland  between  1853  and  1860,  was  not  justified 
by  the  then  existing  circumstances;"  he  apices  "that  whilst 

ctual  tax  revenue  of  Ireland  is  about  one-eleventh  of 
that  of  Great  Britain,  the  relative  taxable  capacity  of 
;  nd  is  very  much  smaller;"  like  the  majority  of  the 
Commissioners  he  does  not  estimate  the  taxable  capacity 
of  Ireland,  "  as  exceeding  one-twentieth  "  of  that  of  Great 
Britain  ;  and  he  agrees  that  "  identity  of  rates  of  taxation 
does  not  necessarily  involve  equality  of  burden."  Sir  1  ' 
Barbour  might,  in  fact,  have  signed  the  Final  Report.  '1 
is  no  finding  in  it  that  is  not  also  to  be  found  in  his  own 
separate  report.  Where  he  differs  from  the  majority  is  in 
holding  that  "the  large  increase  of  expenditure  for  IrMi 
purposes,  since  1860."  is  a  fair  set-off  against  the  iiu : 
of  taxation.  But,  so  convinced  is  he  of  the  injustice  done  to 
Ireland  by  the  great  increase  in  taxation  between  1852  and 
1860,  and  the  enormous  balances  taken  from  Ireland  for 
purposes,  even  according  to  the  Treasury  definition,  purely 
Imperial,  that  he  finds  "  it  would  be  reasonable  and  fair  to 
allow  Ireland  the  benefit,  in  such  form  as  might  be  approved, 
of  any  savings  that  could  be  effected  in  the  existing  cost  of 
Irish  establishments."  Even  on  Sir  David  Barbour's  prin- 
ciples the  excess  revenue  contributed  by  Ireland  bet 
1852  and  1892  amounted  to  many  millions. 

6.   THE   ROYAL   COMMISSION:    Till.    '  HII.J     HM'IN 

With  regard  to  the  chief  finding  of  the  <  »n  as  to 

the  excess  of  taxation  in  Ireland,  it  should  be  oh 
the   first  place    that    the    figures  two  and  three   quarter 


millions  and  two  and  a  quarter  millions,  which  are  the 

Farrcr,  Lord  Wclby  ami  Mr.  (  urrie,  andof 

mum  estimates.    -The  Commissioners 

ixable  capa  vas  not  mart 

\  that  of  Great  1 

-ons  why  it  should  not  be  fixed  at  more  than 
Robert  Giflcn  does  not  place  it  so 
\tul    if  the    minimum 

•  be  regarded  a  \ablc,  it  is  difficult  to 

argunv  h  the  lower  measure  is  based. 

re  considerations  of   another    kind  that  tci 
in    it     The  Comm  generally  accepted  in  a 

::ig   Pitt's  dictum  that 
nc  country  exceeded   another  in  wealth,  popul 

icd  commerce  in  a  proportion  of  two  to  one, 

.is  nearly  convinced  that  that  country  would  be  able  to 

bear  near   ten  times  the  burden  that  the  ot!  J  be 

Hut  while    Mr.  '  I-ord 

Welby  and   Mr.  Curr  itc  the  wealth  of  Ireland  at 

only  about  one-eighteenth  of  that  of  Great  Britain,  they  fix 

x-bcaring  capacity  at  o  eth,  thus  allowing  a 

difference  of  only  one-one  hundred  and  eightieth  between 

the  measure  •  h  and  the  measure  of  taxable  capacity. 

The  second   point   to  be    i  that    the  figun 

the  Report  relate  to  one  financial  year  only,  the  year  1893- 

t is  years  the  excess  was  much  gn 

There  has  been  much  scoffing  at  the  estimate  which  placed 

the  aggregate  excess  since  1852  at  a  hundred  millions.     But 

appl\  principles  on  which  Lord  Fairer  and  Lord 

>y  Cancel  imate  for  1893-4  to  the  total  Treasury 

ire  has  found  the  aggregate 
excess  to  exceed  a  hundred  and  thirty    milli<>  Mr. 

;natc  of  two  hundred  and  ninety  million 
the  ninety  f»iir  \  Is  no  exaggeration  of  the 

loss  to    Ireland   by   over-taxation.      The    O'Conor    Don 
dccla  the  chief  obstacle  to  redress  is  the  magnitude 

of  th  :i  his  desire  to  be  practical  he  hi 

has  probably  Climated  the  wrong.     It  is  not  surpris- 

ing t  .ns  of  the  Comi  have 

produced   the  great   movement,  of  whose  earliest  stages 
there  is  here  compiled  the  record. 

7.   TIIK  <  o\Tk<>\  M         \NDS. 

nay  be  useful  here  to  examine  how  far  the  controversy 

has  now  advanced,  and  the  p  i  which  the  argument 
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now  stands.  The  terms  of  reference  to  the  proposed  new 
Commission  indicate  the  position  which  the  opponents  of 
rcdrc  finally  assumed.  Their  contention  coi 

.o  points,  both  of  which  will  be  found  elaborated  in 
Mr.  Balfour's  address  at  Manchester  ;  first,  that  expenditure 
is  a  set-off  against  excess  taxation,  and  that  th  iiturc 

on  what  arc  called  by  the  Treasury,  "  Irish  Lo  ices," 

recoups  Ireland  for  any  loss  through  excess  taxation  ; 
second,  that  regard  must  be  had  to  the  nature  of  the 
taxation  as  well  as  the  amount ;  ami  that  inasmuch  as 
of  the  taxation  in  Ireland  is  indirect,  its  payment  is 
"voluntary,"  while  its  object  is  philanthn 

To  take  the  last  argument  first,  it  may  be  pointed  out 
that  it  is  not  new.  John  Stuart  Mill  discussed  the  fallacy 
underlying  the  distinction  between  voluntary  and  in- 
voluntary taxation  long  ago  and  exposed  it.  "  Then 
he  writes  in  his  chapter  comparing  direct  and  indirect 
taxation,  "  a  frequent  plea  in  support  of  indirect  taxation, 
which  must  be  altogether  ^rejected,  as  grounded  on  a 
fallacy.  We  are  often  told  that  taxes  on  commodities  are 
less  burthensome  than  other  taxes,  because  the  contributor 
can  escape  from  them  by  ceasing  to  use  the  taxed  com- 
modity. He  certainly  can,  if  that  be  his  object,  deprive 
the  Government  of  the  money  ;  but  he  docs  so  by  a  sacrifice 
of  his  own  indulgences,  which  (if  he  choose  to  undergo  it) 
would  equally  make  up  to  him  for  the  same  amount  taken 
from  him  by  direct  taxation.  Suppose  a  tax  laid  on  wine, 
sufficient  to  add  £$  to  the  price  of  the  quantity  of  wine 
which  he  consumes  in  a  year.  He  has  only  (we  are  told) 
to  diminish  his  consumption  of  wine  by  ,£5  and  he  escapes 
the  burthen.  True,  but  if  the  £5,  instead  of  being  laid  on 
wine,  had  been  taken  from  him  by  an  income  tax,  he  could, 
by  expending  £$  less  in  wine,  equally  save  the  amount  of 
the  tax,  so  that  the  difference  between  the  two  cas 
really  illusory.  If  the  Government  takes  from  the  contri- 
butor £$  a  year,  whether  in  one  way  or  another,  exactly 
that  amount  must  be  retrenched  from  his  consumption  to 
leave  him  as  well  off  as  before  ;  and  in  either  way,  the 
amount  of  sacrifice,  neither  more  nor  less,  is  imposed  on 
him."  And  in  answer  to  the  argument  that  taxes  on  what 
arc  called  the  "  luxuries  "  of  the  poor,  are  no  burthen.  Mill 
may  also  be  quoted : — "  The  duties/'  he  wrote,  "  which  now 
yield  nearly  the  whole  of  the  customs  and  excise  revenue, 
those  on  .  .  coffee,  tea,  wine,  beer,  spirits  and  tobacco, 
arc  in  themselves,  where  a  large  amount  of  revenue  is 


• 

sary,  extremely  proper  taxes  ;   but  at  prev 
rossly  u:  ;  Us- proportionate  weight 

isscs ;  and  some 

and  tobacco)  are  so  high  as  to  cause  a 

•1  on  the  same 

point,  Mi    lUstablc  w:  work  on  Public  Finance, 

"  The  possibility  of  checking  consumption  is  a  bad,  instead 
of  a  good,  feature  in  t.ixrs  on  commodities.     Other  d« 

6,     The  rule  of  equality  ap|x:ars  to  be 
frcqii'  Ics  «,f  J.UMI. 

used  in  much  larger  proportion  by  the  poor  than  by  the 
•  >  tli.it  >tcm,  the  pressure  of 

comes  chiefly  on  the  v.  classes." 

"The  nature  of  the  taxes,"  is,  therefore,  no  justification  for 
excess  taxation,  any  more  than  a  con 

The  other  contention  that  e.\i>cnditurcon  M  Ir  :cs," 

may  be  taken  as  a  set-off  to  excessive  Irish  t.ix.tti 
entirely  opposed  to  the  terms  of  the  financia 
up  by  the  Act  of  Union,  and  by  the  Act,  56  George  III., 
Chap.  98.     On  the  legal  qui  nvolved,  the  rear 

referred  to  the  opinion  of  Mr.  A  \V.  Samuels,  Q.C.,  printed 
in  the  Appendix.    He  supports  the  view  expounded  b. 

lers  and  Mr.  Sexton,  in  tlu-ir  reports  as  to  the  nature 
of  th<  :  set  up  by  the  Act  of  Union. 

Mr.  Childc  — 

11  It  was,  in  our  opinion,  the  clear  intention  of  the  framers  of 
the  Act  of  Union  t  related  to  taxation  or  the  raising 

land  should  (whether  contributing,  as  she  did  till 
1817,  according  to  a  cer  .,  or  whether,  as  subsequently,  by 

way  of  in  taxation,  subject  to  exceptions),  h .1 

distinct  position  and  separate  consideration.      Hut  it  was  their 
equal.  itention  that  all  expenditure,  in<  >  less  that 

upon  civil  government  in   Ireland,  than  that  upon  the  army  and 
.  should  be  in  common,  or  Imperial.     It  was  never  intended 
t  contribution  or  the  extent  of  the  exemptions  and 
ments  (as  the  case  might  be)  should  be  an  considera- 

tion of  the  relative  cost  of  administration  in  each  of  the  Three 

hile  legislative  and  fiscal  union 

betwr  uiins,  this  way  of  treating  the  matter 

:  hold  good." 

Mr.  Sexton  writes  : — 

:ic  Act  of  Union,  which  defines  and  directs  the  Financial 

ions  between  Grca  and  Ireland,  constitutes  Ireland, 

for  the  purpose  of  taxation,  a  separate  country,  to  be  separately 

considered,  and  dealt  with  apart,  whether  under  the  system  of  pro- 
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portional  contribution  (set  aside  in  contravention  of  t 

or  under  that  which  succeeded  of  contribution  by  "  equal  t. 

on  the  same  a:  n  each  country,  subject  to  such  p.utirular 

exemptions  and  abatements  as  the  circumstances  oi  •ni^ht 

appear  from  tune  to  time  to  demand.     But  the  i  t  Ireland, 

her  whole  revenue,  by  whatever  system    raised,  is   eontn! 

Union,  to  'the  expenditure  of  the   I'nitrd   Kin-. loin.' 

•y  does  not  indicate  any  mode  of  subdividing  that  ex- 
penditure  into   *  charges  for    Irish    pun  id   chargt 
purpo                       -ind  it  does  not  authorise,  or  even  contemplate, 

:on  of  the   kind,  on   any  division   whatever 
the  present  cost  of  Imperial  Government  in   Ireland,  it  is  chiefly 
•  the  nature  and  conditions  of  such  Imperia  ,:nent, 

pears  more  likely  to  be  augmented  than  reduced  until 
le  subject  to  domestic  control." 

The  Act  of  1816,  as  well  as  the  Act  of  Union,  confirms 
the  view.  It  provides  that  after  the  charges  for  debt,  for 
the  civil  list,  and  for  purposes  made  payable  by  any  Acts 
of  Parliament  in  force  immediately  before  the  5th  of 
January,  1817,  have  been  met,  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  "  shall  be  in  like  manner  indiscri- 
minately applied  to  the  service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  or  any  part  thereof,  as  shall  be 
directed  by  Parliament." 

The  system  thus  defined  by  the  statutes  was,  moreover, 
deliberately  adopted  by  the  statesmen  who  framed  them,  as 
necessary  to  the  protection  of  the  lesser  and  the  poorer 
partner  of  the  Union.  Ireland  was  surrendering  the  control 
of  her  own  finances,  and  there  were  two  dangers  to  be  ap- 
prehended. One  was  that  without  any  regard  to  the  cost 
of  her  government  the  burthen  of  taxation  would  be  raised 
beyond  her  capacity  ;  the  other,  that  by  debiting  her  with 
extravagant  expenditure  on  an  administration  over  whose 
charges  she  was  surrendering  effective  control,  her  resources 
might  be  similarly  contracted.  Both  the  evils  have  befallen 
the  country  ;  but  both  have  befallen  it  by  the  breach  of  the 
regulations  of  the  Union  and  the  pledges  of  its  authors. 
The  latter  made  two-fold  provision  against  the  two-fold 
danger.  They  provided  for  the  taxation  of  Ireland  accord- 
ing to  her  capacity ;  and  they  also  provided  that  while  the 
contributions  of  the  members  of  the  United  Kingdom 
should  be  separate  and  measured  to  their  circumstances 
and  capacity,  the  expenditure  should  be  "  expenditure  of 
the  United  Kingdom,"  and  should  be  indiscriminate,  thus 
making  responsible  for  the  outlay  those  who  controlled  it. 
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a^h,  in  moving  the  articles  of  the  Union,  de- 

c  shall  be  rightly 

!,  and  a  I  upon  just  principles,  for  evety  part 

of  the  empire,  it  is  immaterial  to  Gre 
cfxp'  takes  place." 

It  how  on  this  question  the 

:nent  of  the  defenders  of  the  existing  system  has  \ 

• 
v  argues  figures  of  the  expenditure 

trc  altogether  beyond  the 
>h  taxpayers,  are  a  perfect  set-off  against  the 
i  complained  of.  jx:nditure  at  the  pre- 

sent rate  is  quite  a  recent  circumstance  of  the  int< 
mt.     As  has  been  already  remarked,  and  as  £ 
Harbour  has  noted,  there  was  no  increase  of  expendit 
correspond  with  the  increase  of  taxation  between  1850  and 
1860.     Then  ny  years  subsequently,  it  was  part 

of  th  .use  that  not  only  m  of  the 

resoi:  nd  by  taxation  excessive,  but  that  the  with- 

•ortion  of  Irish  revenue 
uliturc  outside  the  country,  increased 
'  economic  drain  "  and  aggravated  the  evil  of  <  - 

argument  Miculed  by  the  Kfritu*  which 

reverses  it  to  meet  the  new  circu:  of  the 

•Id  that   "the   principle  that 

'  the  :  .f  the  country  is  to  be  like  a  local  shou 

for  awhile  from  the  surface  of  the  earth  by  evaporation,  and 

then   descending  on  ;  with  fertilising  effect  at  the 

hich  it  first  rose,'  is  not  one  which  can  be 

admitted  a^  the  basis  of  a  sound  policy."     With  regard  to 

xpenditurc  on   Government    establishments,    it 

•d    that   "it    would    be    wrong    to  contend   th.it  the 

:iditurc  in  these  matters  should  be  regulated  by  any 

Cr  than  the  absolute  requirements  of  each 

country  ;  and  so  long  as  these  are  duly  met,  and  the  ncccs- 

do  not  think 

r  country  has  any  ground  f<«r  complaint  as  regards 
the  expenditure  in  the  other."  If  that  argument  held  good 
when  the  balance  from  Ireland  was  out  of  all  proportion  to 
the  cap  i  -he  country,  why  should  it  not  now  hold 

good  when  the  <s  of  adjusting  the  taxation  of  the 

country  to  its  resources  is  being  considered?     The  l:ttirt- 
burgh  Reviewer  01  .as,  cons  r  uncor 

advocating  one  of  '.istlercagh's  principles,  that  of  in- 

minate   expenditure.      Unfortunately  he  forgot  the 
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other—  t:  parate  contribution,  adjusted  to  the  n 

•   members  of  the  United  Kingd 

Noi  illy  the  terms  of  the  Act  of  Union  and  the  Act 

of  1816  that  prescribe  •\penditure.     Afl 

the  O'Conor  Don  points  out,  any  oth  m  is  inc. insis- 

tent with  the  sound  constitutional  principle  that  liability 
for  t  implies  control  of  expenditure  :— 

•om  a  Unionist  point  of  vi<-\v.  he  says,  writing  in  the  A'// 

>thing  can  be  more  dangerous  than  this  division 
penal  expenditure  into  classes,  according  to  the  countri. 
it  takes  pi.uv.     The  civil  government  «>f  tin- whole  Un 
dom  is  at  present  under  the  direct  and  sole  control  of  the  In 

.Micnt.      It    is  a   matter  of   Imperial   concern  just  as  much  as 
«   of  the  army  or  navy,  and  if  it  cost  more  in  one 

>f  the  United  Kingdom  than  in 'another,  this  does  not  in  any 
way  alter  its  character,  and  is  one  of  tl  iry  accompani- 

ments of  the  administration  of  the  laws  under  different  <:• 
stances.     If  it  be  once  admitted  that  the  maintenance  of  the  civil 

it  of  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  is  a  local,  ii 
of  an  Imj>erial,  obligation,  it  follows,  almost  as  a  necessary  « 
quence.  that  the  control  of  that  civil  government,  the  expenditure 
on  it.  rything  connected  with  it  should  also  be  local.     A 

stronger  argument  in  favour  of  Home  Rule  could  not  be  adduced 
than  the  fact  that  the  Irish  people  were  made  solely  responsible. 
for  the  expenditure  on  their  civil  government.  This  will  appear 
•!y,  if,  instead  of  treating  the  expenditure  as  a  set-off,  we 
regard  it  as  expenditure  for  which  a  local  rate  might  fairly  be 
levied,  and  it  should  not  be  used  as  a  set-off  unless  it  could  come 
under  the  latter  category." 

The  debiting  of  Ireland,  one  of  the  poorest  countries  in 
Europe,  with  the  extravagant  cost  of  a  system  of  go 
mcnt,  the  expenditure  on  which  has  been  raised  to  the 
standard  of  the  richest  country  in  the  world,  cannot  be  de- 
fended on  any  ground,  legal,  equitable,  or  economic.  Lord 
Castlereagh's  fiscal  system  was,  in  principle,  the  only  one 
that  could  be  made  consistent  with  the  financial  safety  of 
the  poorer  member  of  a  Union  such  as  he  was  establishing. 
The  principles  of  the  .system  are  too  clearly  expressed  in 
tatutes  to  be  now  obscured. 

There  remains  the  argument  that  whatever  Pitt  and 
Castlereagh  may  have  intended,  the  Parliament  which  they 
created  was  supreme,  and  has  the  power  and  the  right  to 
alter  their  arrangements.  That  it  has  the  power  cannot  be 
gainsaid  ;  that  it  has  the  right  is  questionable,  until  the 
word  receives  a  new  definition.  Pitt  himself  anticipated 
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argumci  >ok,"  he  said  to  those 

prophcs:  tdvantagc  would  be  taken  of  Ireland's 

ncnt   to  imjxjsc   bur! 
:ich    she   could    not    bear,  "  !.«..... 
Scotland  since  the  Union  oi  countr: 

MVC  members  have  been  returned  from 
five    hundred   and   thirteen    remair 

i  :i  has  been  unquestionably  small ; 

but  has  Scotland  been  worse  treated  on  that  account,  or 
has  she  been  more  In  \cd  ?    And  from  thence  I  am 

warranted  to  ask,  whcth<  irther  burden  of  taxation 

would  be  thrown  on  Ireland,  beyond  the  due  proportion  of 

s  of  the 

Those  who  propose  to  ignore  the  financial 
'•ttlcmcnt,  ignore  the  implied  pledge 
of  this  speech  also. 

8.  THE  QUESTION   OF  A   REM1 

There  will  be  found  in  the  following  pages  many  and 
various  suggestions  as  to  the  proper  remedy  for  the  evils 
>sed  by  the  Report  of  the  Commission.     The  qut 
remedy  was,  however,  avoided  on  the  whole,  as  not 
unlikely  to  lead  to  differences  win-re  union  was  cssci 
On  this  point  it  may  not  be  improper  to  repeat  here  what 
has  been  said  by  the  writer  elsewhere.      The  nature  of  the 
Report  and  of  the  evidence  should  not  be  forgotten.     The 
case,  it  ought  to  be  remembered,  is  primarily  one  of  over- 
taxation.    The  excess  is  absolute,  having  regard  to  the 
resources  of  the  country  ;  and  not  merely  relative  in  regard 
to  the  amount  of  taxation  paid  by  Great  Britain.     As  Mr. 
ton  puts  it— 

roadly  viewed,  the  is  clear,  and  it  shows  that  after 

allowance  has  been  made  for  the  mere  necessaries  of  life,  upon  a 
scale  as  meagre  as  on  will  allow,  the  whole  balance  (of 

Irish  income)  is  consumed  by  Imperial  and  local  taxation,  a 
the  econoi.  from   Ireland  of  value  for  which  she  ret 

either  no  return  at  any  time,  or,  at  least,  no  immediate  benefit" 

And  having  referred  to  the  evidence  of  Sir  Robert  Giffcn 

decrease  in  the 
Capital  Fund  since  the  Union,  Mr.  Sexton  adds— 

"Undoubtedly,   when    all   that   remains  to   Ireland,   after   a 

modci  of  the  means  of  subsistence,  is 

u:ted  by  taxation  and  the  drain  of  income  to  absentees,  to 

mortgagees  and  to  the  State,  it  is  more  likely  that  Irish  capital 
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must  diminish  than  that  it  can  increase,  and  it  becomes  easy  to 
d   progress  is  not  made   in    Ireland,  how 

povcr  .-d,  how  one  bad  season  produces  wide  distress, 

and  how  two  bad  seasons  in  succession  create 

The  need  of  protecting  Irish  surplus  income  for  tin  purposes 
of  Irish  progTCM  impressed  itself  deeply  upon  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
hut  the  difficulty  under  the  conditions  of  the  partnership 
with  <~ir<  in  was  not  less  obvious.  To  meet  it  Mr. 

;ton  made  the  suggestion — 

order  that  the  surplus,  and  even  the  Subsistence 
the  less  prosperous  community  should  be  protected  against  entire 
appro  |  maximum  proportion  of  the  surplus,  or  a  maximum 

annual  sum,  should  be  fixed,  and  the  maximum  so  fixed  should 
never  be  exceeded  in  the  actual  levy  of  taxation." 

Nor  is  ii  only  in  the  retardation  of  progress  by  the  con- 
sumption of  the  Capital  Fund  that  the  ill  effects  of  exec 
taxation  show  themselves.  Few  readers  of  the  evidence 
will  forget  the  statements  of  the  Bishop  of  Raphoe,  Most 
Rev.  Dr.  O'Donnell,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Congested 
Districts  Board,  Mr.  Micks,  as  to  the  actual  results  of  the 
system  in  the  nouses  of  the  poorest  of  the  peasantry  and 
the  most  poverty-stricken  districts  of  Ireland.  In  two 
questions  to  Mr.  Micks,  Mr.  Sexton  summarised  the  figures 
of  twelve  typical  family  budgets  obtained  by  the  agents  of 
the  Congested  Districts  Board  from  the  localities  where 
they  work. 

"Q.  3476.— I  find  there  is  a  surplus  on  three  of  the  budgets, 
that  the  surplus  was  £ 1 5  1S-  IOCU  and  the  duty  paid  by  these 
three  families  was  £$  os.  6d.  There  was  deficiency  on  nine  of 
the  budgets  of  £9  195.  6d.  But  they  had  to  pay  duty  amounting 
to  £26  145.  3d.,  so  that  there  would  have  been  a  surplus  but  for 
ity.  But  the  most  important  fact  I  deduce  is  this— that  the 
income  per  head  of  all  the  twelve  families  for  the  year,  including 
the  home  produce  as  well  as  the  cash  they  had  to  live  upon,  was 
£6  175.,  and  upon  these  people  there  was  aduty  of  ^31  i4s.  yd. 
You  have  been  an  inspector  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  I  believe  you  are  aware  that  the  cost  of  maintaining  a  pauper 
in  an  Irish  workhouse  is  £8  135.  4d.  a  year?  That  is  about  the 
I  believe. 

"  Q-  3477- — About  £2  more  than  the  average  receipt  of  these 
people,  upon  whom  £32  duty  has  been  levied  in  the  year  ? — 
Yes." 

And  when  Sir  David  Barbour  attempted  to  minimise  the 
effect  of  this  evidence  by  suggesting  that,  in  the  case  of 


.is  £g  i6s.,  even  if  the  £9 
the   Imperial  tax  gatherer  were   not  ab- 

iake   no    substantial    diflfcrt: 
-•'  it   would  be  -hose 

peopl  be  equivalent  to  having  their 

free   near  >.ivid   Harbour   could 

£2  could  make  any  difference — but  th< 
Harbour  ;  icd  to  live  on  £9  i6s.  a  year.     The 

ed  to  in  this  connection  by  the  Hishop  of 
in  themselves  a  touch  of  the  sardonic  irony  of  S. 

anthropical  humour.     Tea  and  tobacco  are  the 
os  the  consumption  of  \\hich  by  the  poor  is  tax< 
ground   that   they    arc    "  h:  In   his  cxamin- 

Bishop  of  Kaphoe  endorsed  the 
i  that  to  th  poor  these  articles  arc  not  so 

much  "  luxuries  "  as  necessities  ;  that  they  arc  substitutes 
for  untaxcd  articles  which  the  j>coplc  cannot  afford     "  ! 
the  potato  h;r  .  to  the  sj  cy  live  almost  wholly 

potatoes,  some:  .  ith   buttermilk"  and  "some- 

potatoes  are  cxhai 

>t  to  oatmeal  but  to  Indian  meal,"  "which  is 

dercd  to  be  about  the  lowest  form  of  human  food." 

1  in  eating  t  m  meal,  as  in  eating  the  potatoes, 

they  often  consume  it  without  milk/'     The  scarcity  of  milk 

leads  to  the  use  of  tea. 

>u  see,"  said  the  Bisho  very  difficult  even  for  the 

poor  to  consume  potatoes  and  water  or  Indian  stirabout 
water,  and  consequently  tea  and  bread  accompany  these  meals  as 
far  as  the  people  can  provide  tt 

for  the    free   breakfast   table   was    never   more 
forcibly   put  than    in  these  questions  of  Mr.  Sextoi. 
I  of  Dr.  O'Donncll. 

I     :  >ur  view  to  be,"  said  Mr.  Sexton,  "  that  in  the 

case  of  a  man  who  diets  liberally  or  sufficiently  upon  beef,  bacon, 
or  cheese,  or  other  such  products,  while  to  him  tobacco  • 
may  be  really  a  luxury,  to  the  creature  who  is  eking  out  life  on 
potatoes  without  milk,  or   Indian  meal  without  milk,  they  may 
almost  become  IK- 

il  amount  c:  n  the  Congested  Dis- 

/J  200.000  a 

amount  advanced  on  the  credit  of  the 
Church    Fund  for  their  iinj  :  t.     In   answer  to  Sir 

id  Harbour's  contention  that   "though  the  rcm 
of  tli  >n  might  involve  the  loss  of  a  great  public 


Tht  '     I    •     nut. 

>uld  not  by  any  means  raise  the  people  to  a 
.ictory  1«  lie  Bishop  of  Raphoe  p. .int. 

gestcd  tl  cumulation  of  that  ,£200,000  a  year 

expended  in  the  d  ->r  even   the  amount 

pendcdyear  by  year,  these  Congested  districts  w<>uld  soon 

>  be  a  charge  to  any  public  department." 
Th<  and  findings  are  recalled  with  the   view  of 

reminding  the  reader  of  one  aspect  of  the  question,  some- 
what neglected,  and  of  submitting  that  the  remedy  or 
remedies  to  be  applied  should  aim  at  covering  the  whole 
area  of  the  evil.  As  far  as  possible  the  remedy  should 
directly  or  indirectly  to  all  upon  whom  the 
grievance  presses.  The  ideal  solution  would  be  one  which 
would  bring  down  taxation  to  the  level  of  the  country's 
necessity  and  taxable  capacity,  and  leave  the  community 
to  adjust  the  revenue  extracted  from  the  people's 
pockets  to  the  actual  requirements  of  an  economic  Govern- 
ment. That  is  the  natural  order  of  public  finance.  As 
Professor  Bastable  puts  it :  "  The  ideal  of  State  economy 
is  .  .  to  establish  a  balance  between  receipts  and 
penditure.  A  State  that  has  very  large  surpluses  is  as 
ill-managed  as  one  with  large  deficits  .  .  .  The  private 
person  must,  it  is  said,  regulate  his  expenditure  by  his 
income,  the  State  regulates  its  income  by  its  expendi- 
ture." It  is  in  accordance  with  this  principle  that  Lord 
Farrer,  Lord  Welby,  and  Mr.  Currie  contend  for  fiscal 
liberty  for  Ireland.  "  One  sure  method  of  redressing  the 
inequality  which  has  been  shown  to  exist  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  would  be,"  they  say  truly,  "  to  put 
upon  the  Irish  people  the  duty  of  levying  their  own  taxes 
and  providing  for  their  own  expenditure,  leaving  to  the 
wisdom  of  Parliament  to  decide  the  question  of  contribu- 
tion out  of  Irish  taxes  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer."  This 
fiscal  freedom  is  not  just  now,  perhaps,  within  the  scope  of 
a  united  Irish  movement,  and  we  are  left  with  the  alterna- 
tive of  advocating  a  system  of  recoupment  for  the  excess 
of  taxation  by  a  return  in  the  shape  of  public  expenditure 
for  industrial  purposes.  We  have  to  reverse  the  ordinary 
and  the  soundest  system  of  finance;  instead  of  finding 
revenue  to  meet  necessary  expenditure  the  problem  is 
assumed  to  be  to  invent  useful  expenditure  to  consume  a 
revenue  which  in  the  interest  of  another  country  is  r 
by  a  fiscal  system  not  of  our  own  making,  but  to  which 
we  have  to  conform.  Circumstances  may  force  this 
system  upon  us,  but  it  seems  to  the  present  writer  that  we 


xxxi 
1  not  forget   th.it  it  is  an  ill  nccc  ur  posi- 

in  evil,  though  sonrv  a  necessary 

.1  system  that  raises  an  execs  nue  from  the 

country,  but  seeks  to  return  the  excess  l>  iiturc  of 

and  efficient  it*  authors 

to  make  some  waste,  more  or  less,  of 

public  re-sour-  <-r  be  forgotten  that,  especially 

land,  State  administration  is  a  costly  service  to  the 

t  large  staff  of  com  pet 
says  the  financial  wrr  ly  quote  idcrablc 

needed,  much  of  it  necessarily  wasteful.      It  may  be 

i  great  deal  of  oflTu  docs  with  advantage  to 

•i  are  too  busy  or  too  careless  to  do  for 

themsclvi  ociaJ 

aancially  speaking,  it  is  undoubted 
v  end  could  be  otherwise  gained  it  would  be  an 
economic  bci  If  t  uc  of  expenditure  i. 

repre  ment,  it  more  true  of  expendi- 

ture under  a  burcauci  There  are  large  classes 

whose  ai;  to   increase,  not  to  reduce,  the  public 

uses.     More  particularly  is  thiN  true  of  salaried  off! 
who  readily  advocate  increased  outlay,  but  offer  a  deter- 
mined opposition  to  ;ngs."     The  writer  (. 

irnell  in  support.     The  Irish  bureaucracy  has  not 
cricnce    was    gleaned.       It   was, 

probably.  ;>prcciation  of  considerations  such 

•   led   him  to  append  t<  >posals  for  a 

scheme  of  restorative  expenditure  for  industrial  purposes,  a 
plan  for  rcpn  o  control  of  the  expenditure     Having 

recited  th  n  which  such  compensation  could 

be  gi\  :  eland,  his  draft  report  suggested  the  following  : 

'•  \\  -  :  L\    thought  it  to  be  desirable  to  mention  with  approval 

schemes  which  have  been  specially  brought  to  our  notice  ; 

but  if  it  is  proposed  to  allocate  a  large  annual  sum  to  the  improve- 

(i,  it  will  protwhly  he  advisable  to  constitute  a/AK, 

a  special  and  competent  body  to  inquire  into  the  manner  in  which 

such  a  sum  could  be  hest  employed  for  the  good  of  Ireland. 

It  is,  we  think,  proper  here  to  mention  t  n  held  rightly 

>ngly  by  many  in  Ireland,  that  much  of  the  money  hitherto 

«l  by  way  of  loan  <  .  .:h  the  intention  of  advancing  the 

ial  prosperity  of  the  country  has  been  misapplied  and  wasted 

through  insufficient  information  and  errors  in  administration.    We 

have  not  felt  it  to  be  within  the  scope  of  our  inquiry  to  enter  upon 

an  examination  of  the  truth  of  allegations  of  this  kind.     We  think. 
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however,  that  if  a  large  annual  sum  is  to  be  applied 

with   regularity,    to  various  defined  purposes  it  will,  on  L 
•pics  of  sound  policy,  be  d  ,'«»  constitute,  in  a.. 

•//<>//  in  dt •/<://,  a  My  . 
,hifh  the  nttds  of  the  <v////. 
'tssion" 

This  plan  not  only  has  the  advantage  of  suggest  i: 

d  against  some  of  the  evils  most  to  be  dreaded  in  a 
system  of  finance  such  as  may  be  necessary  under  p: 
conditions  of  Irish  government,  but  it  offers  a  means  «,f 
settling  those  various  and,  to  some  extent,  conflicting  claims 
and  plans  that  are  advocated  in  different  quarters  and  for 
different  interests.     The  plan  commended  itself,  it  i 
to  all  the  Irish  representatives  on  the  Commission,  though 
they  abstained  from   making  recommendations  as  t<»   the 
means  by  which  the  evils  exposed  should  be  redressed,  the 
question  not  having  been  referred  to  them.  com- 

mendations of  the  Commission,"  so  frequently  advocated 
by  resolution,  are  recommendations  of  English  Commis- 
sioners mainly.  But  this  particular  recommendation  - 
the  opportunity  of  concentrating  the  influence  of  the 
movement  for  redress,  and  avoiding  questions  that  might 
possibly  lead  to  differences  and  division. 

There  are  evils  connected  with  over-taxation  which  no 
scheme  of  expenditure  can  remove.     Mr.  Sexton's  report 
and  the  Bishop  of  Raphoe's  evidence  indicate  some  of  those 
evils.       The  amount  of  indirect  taxation  paid  in  Ireland  is 
altogether  out  of  proportion  to  the  direct.       And  if  we  are 
to  remain  fiscally  bound  to  Great  Britain — a  union  that 
cannot  be  otherwise  than  an   evil   necessity — eve 
should  be  made  to  so  arrange  the  general  .system  of  tax- 
ation   that    it    would    bear   less    heavily   on   the   poorer 
classes  and    the   poorer    country.       Ireland's    interest    in 
this   connection    lies  primarily   in    economy    and    in    the 
application  of  its  results  to  the  reduction  of  the  amount 
paid  by  the  poor.     While  so  much  is  being  said  abou! 
penditure,  we  ought  not  to  forget  the  cottiers  of  Dor 
and  Mayo,  or  the  workers  whose  condition  was  not  long 
since  depicted  by  the  Labour  Commissioners.     Their  in- 
terest lies  directly  in  the  reduction  of  taxat  n  though 
indirectly,  too,  in                 and  prudent  expenditure  of  the 
public  resources  under  a  capable  and  informed,  and,  there- 
fore, necessarily  representative,  direction. 

DUBLIN,  28/4  February,  1897. 
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THE  COUNTY  MEETI 


union  of  classes  and  parties  in  the  movement  for 
mcial  Reform  has  been  most  conspicuously  displayed 
ID  the  remarkable  series  of  County  meetings  that  have  been 
held  in  its  support     The  scries  began  with  a  meeting  in 
Cork  City,  the  proceedings  at  which  set  the  tone  of  those 
followed.     Lord  Bandon,  Her   M  -utcnant 

for   the    County  of    Cork,    summoned     the   meeting    in 
accordance  with  a  requisition  presented  to  him  on  behalf 
e  citizens  and  people  of  Cork,  by  Sir  John  Scott,  the 
Unionist  Mayor,  one  of  the  Irish  delegates  to  the  Albert 
^.    This  procedure  was  afterwards   adopted 
h  the  result  th;it  in  some  cases  the  desire  of 
the  united  people  to  express  their  opinions  and  demands 
in  tlr  ,ted,  wholly  or  partially, 

through  the  individual  action  of  the  noblemen  who  refused 
:  >vide  the  opportunity  for  the  demonstration  of  public 
feeling  and  conviction.  Among  those  who  refused  to  act 
upon  representative  requisitions  were  the  Duke  of  Devon- 
shire, Lord  Licutena:  ^-rford.  whose  letter  of  refusal 
will  be  found  Lord  De  Vesci,  I-ord  Lieutenant 
of  Queen's  County,  upon  whose  refusal  the  Chairman  of  the 
Mountmellic;  of  Guardian  1 1  Cobbc,  called 
a  County  meeting  at  Maryborough  ;  the  Earl  of  Inchiquin, 
who  declined  the  request  of  County  Clare  ;  the  Earl  of 
Longford,  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Longford;  Mr.  Dames 
Longworth,  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Wcstmcath ;  the  Earl  of 
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1    Lieutenant   of  Cavan  ;  and    Lord 
och  of  Derrycarne  ;  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lcitrim.    The 
juis  of  Ormonde,  having  first  consented  to  summon 
a  meeting  for  Kilkenny,  afterwards  relinquished  his  inten- 
tion, when  the  question  was  raised  in   Parliament.     Tin: 
me  of  opinion  favourable  to  the  demand  for  reform  is, 
therefore,  not  fully  represented  even   by  the   remarkable 
series  of  meetings   whose   proceedings  arc  here  reou 
At   the  Mansion   House  Conference,  on  the  eleventh  of 
February,  twenty-seven   out   of  thirty-two   count 
repr  by  delegates.     Sixty-six   delegates  attci 

horn  twenty-five  were  Unionists. 


CORK    CITY    AND    COUNTY. 

THE   requisition   presented   to    LORD    BANDON    by   the 
>r  of  Cork  was  as  follows  : — 

TO     THE     RIGHT     HONOURABLE     THE     EARL     OF     BANDON,     LORD 
LIEUTENANT   OF   THE  COUNTY. 

We,  the  undersigned  Residents  of  the  City  and  County  of 
Cork,  respectfully  request  your  Lordship  to  convene  a  Public 
Meeting,  at  an  early  date,  to  take  into  consideration  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Financial  Relations  bet 
England  and  Ireland,  and  such  action  as  will  bring  under  the 
notice  of  the  Government  that  all  classes  of  Irishmen  are  united 
in  demanding  that  the  recommendations  of  the  Report  should  be 
acted  upon  without  delay. 

T.  A.  O'CALLAGHAN,  Bishop  of  Cork  ;  V  CORK,  Cloyne 

and  Ross;  ROBERT  BROWNE,  Bishop  of  Cloyne;  \\II.I.I\M 
FITZGERALD,  Bishop  of  Ross  ;  M.  Archdall,  D.D.,  Dean  of  ( 
Denis  M'Swiney,  P.P.,  V.G.,  Dean  of  Cork;  A.  Maguirc,  P.P., 
Cork;  P.  D.  O'Regan,  P.P.,  V.G.,  Dean  of  Cloyne;  T  I. 
Coghlan,  P.P.,  Archdeacon  of  Cork;  Daniel  Keller,  i 
V.G.,  Archdeacon,  Cloyne;  W.  O'Grady,  Canon,  Rector, 
Bantry ;  J.  E.  Meyers,  Senior  Rabbi,  Cork,  II. C  ;  \Vm.  M'Kcown, 
)derator  of  Cork  Presbytery  ;  W.  Whitelegge,  M.A.,  Minister ; 
James  Robertson,  Chairman,  Cork  District  ;  Wm.  Laurence 
Tweedie,  Baptist  Minister;  A.  Mackinlay,  Congregational  Minis- 
ter ;  M.  Canon  Shinkwin,  P.P.,  V.F.,  Bantry ;  J.  Canon  Shinkwin, 
P.P.,  V.G.,  Bandon;  Wm.  Canon  Hutch,  P.P.,  Midleton  ;  Henry 
E.  Canon  Dennehy,  P.P.,  V.F.,  Kanturk  ;  J.  Canon  Cotter,  P.P., 
V.F.,  Kinsale;  T.  Canon  Murphy,  P.P.,  Macroom ;  M.  Kearney, 
P.P.,  Durrus;  James  McCarthy,  P.P.,  Ballincollig;  George  St. 
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'..,  Chairman 

Cork    Be  •:    Beams 

Jose;  vin  Hall  mmmiu, 

it    Harbour    Bur!  resident  Cork 

»hnson,  County  Treasurer  ;  Maurice 
Heal 

E.  Bi  tinnan  Clonakilty  Boird  of  Guardians  ;  James 

!  C,    Quc 

I'homas  Scan!  >n ;   Richard 

geral.l  ial; 

Iwaid 

.Schull  ;   ! 

•mas  Fu 

Con.  k  Co. ;  Savage  French, 

Cork  ;  \ 

Co, 

Cork  !'..  Co.  (  A.  Beam  Cork 

A.  F.  Sharman  Crawford,  J.P.,  Cork  Co. ;  W.  l.ane, 

.  Robert  W.  F.  Townsend,  J.P.,  Cork  C  W. 

Scott,  J.P..  Cork  Co;   Joh  Cork  Co.;  James 

Cork  Co.  ;  : 

Cork  Co.  ;  James  Scyraou 


Cork  Co  t  :0.  ;  R.  A.  Atkins, 

Cork  Co  \ilcn, 

me, 
Swanton,  J.  P., Cork  Co.  ;  Jeremiah  H 

CajJoK  idgc, 

Co. ;  Joseph  O'Meara, 


P-, 


Cork  Co.  « *ork  Co 

ork  Co. ;  Edward  Magncr . 
John  Flynn,  J.P.,  Cork  Co. ;  B.  J.  Alcock, 

c  .  M    I '  D  :;an,  Lieut.-Col.,  J 
RoU  !    hn   P.    H.,r:. 

M    :  lames  I) 

•  ork  City  Cork 

11.    Tiu.:: 

Cork  City ;  John  B.  Roche,  J.I*.,  Cork  City ;  Edmood  O'Flynn, 
( 'Unchy,  I.P.,  Cork  -a  Georgesoo, 

Cork  Ci 

A*.  Baylor 
A.  M  ,  B.L.  ;  P.  H.  Mcade,  ex-May  or;  Augustine  Roche, 
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J        ex-Mayor;  Daniel   Morgan .  r  ;    Daniel 

idden,  Alderman,  ex-Mayor  Ryan,  ex-Mayor ;  J.  S. 

Kelly,  Manager  Provincial  Punk  ;  U'm.  O'S  ;.Ui-hn  nager 

Hibernian  Bank ;   R.   Carroll,  Manager  N 

Lillis,  General  Manager  Munster  and  Leinster  Bank;  F.  Sn; 

Agen  of  Ireland;  James  J.  Murphy  and  Co., 

Beamish  and  Crawford,  Limited;  I-me  and' Co.,  J.   H.  S 

Robert  Hall,  J.  C  Ashlin,  George  Addey,  Guy  and  Co.,  Dairy 

M.  Kgan. 

Lord  Bandon  was  absent  from   Ireland  when  the  requisition 
reached   him ;    but   he   immediately  intimated   his   intention  of 
ving  the  request  as  soon  as  he  returned  to  Irel a. 
ng  was  held  on  Saturday,   December   i2th,   1896,  in    the 
Courthouse,  Cork,  Lord  Bandon  presiding.     "The  various  cl. 
resident  in  the  city  and  county  were  represented,"  says  the  reporter 
of  the  Freeman's  Journal ^  "  by  some  of  their  leading  men.      I 
were  landlords,  merchants,    professional   men,   Nationalists 
Conservatives  present ;  and  when  one  considers  that  the  meeting 
was  composed  of  so  many  different  and,  in  many  other  m; 
antagonistic  elements,  the  unanimity  which  was  manifest  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  the  meeting  was  extremely  remarkable. 
The  able  speech  delivered  by  the  Most  Rev.  Dr.  Browne,  Bishop 
of  Cloyne,  was  listened  to  with  close  attention,  and  was  frequently 
applauded.     But  the  speech  of  Lord  Castlctown  ledly 

the  event  of  the  meeting,  which  aroused  the  most  intense  int 
striking,  as  it  did,  such  a  boldly  national  note,  and  containing 
such  an  unmistakably  significant  menace.  What  added  to  the 
significance  of  the  pronouncement  was  the  fact  that  in  such  a 
gathering,  composed  largely  of  those  who  are  understood  to  profess 
Unionist  politics,  the  delivery  of  such  an  address  should  have 
been  received  with  the  enthusiastic  applause  which  greeted  it. ' 
On  the  Earl  of  Bandon's  right,  seated  on  the  judge's  bench,  were — 
The  Right  Rev.  Dr.  Meade,  Protestant  Episcopalian  Bishop  of 
Cork,  and  the  Mayor  of  Cork  (Alderman  Sir  John  H.  Scott) ; 
while  on  his  left  were — The  Most  Rev.  Dr.  Browne,  Catholic 
Bishop  of  Cloyne  ;  Sir  Joseph  N.  M'Kcnna,  ex  M.P.,  and  Mr.  W. 
J.  l,ane,  ex-M.P.  (hon.  sec.  to  the  meeting). 

Lord  Castletown  of  Upper  Ossory,  Sir  R.  N.  P.  Fitzgerald, 
M.P. ;  Sir  Thomas  Brady,  Sir  George  Colthurst,  General  Stu 
the  Mayor-Elect  (Mr.  P.  H.  Meade,  T.C.),  Very  Rev.  Dean 
Archdall  (now  Protestant  Episcopalian  Bishop  of  Killaloe),  Alder- 
man B.  J.  Sheehan,  Alderman  D.  Horgan,  Alderman  Dale,  Rev. 
T.  M.  O'Callaghan,  C.C,  Mallow;  Colonel  Johnson,  Dr.  Colthurst, 
Alderman  P.  J.  Madden,  Alderman  T.  Creedon,  Alderman  \\ 

erford,  Alderman  E.  Crean,  M.P. ;  Lieut.-Colonel  Donegan, 
Captain  Donelan.  M.P.  ;  Alderman  George  S.  Crowley,  Captain 
O'Connell,  J.P.,  Millstreet ;  County  High  Sheriff  (Mr  J.'\V.  Payne- 
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Sheares),  Dr.  E.  Magner,  Capuin  O'Sullivan,  Qurenstown 

Unham,  i 
>mas  Lot 
:man,  Cork    i  Hoard;   A.   i: 

.airman,  Mallow  Board  of  Guar 
Chairman,  Cork  District  Lunatic  Asylum  Board 
Lam  Dalv,  Cork  Incorporated  Chamber  of  Com- 

mcrrc  an  i  v.:          .-  .  Th    in.i  .( ':• .-!.:-.!    <  '.  l^a'...-,  (     H.i, 

unley 

Konan,  solicitor ;  J.  T.  Wolfe,  'I 

bere<  •»  Long,  C.T.C,  Qucenstowr  T.C, 

do.  ;  •  <  'hairman,  Cork  Butter  Market  Trustees  , 

James  Crosbi-  Ludgatc 

A.  M  Ostrich,  M.  Murphy,  solicitor  ;   I 

GeOOM    Crumble,    H.I..;    \V.    DoOMBtt,    S  -r/t.iry,   COffc    !!.:        H 

Board ;  D.  Donovan,  Secretary,  Cork  Vintners*  Association ;  R. 
•well,  Rl  Collins,].!'.;  \V.  1:  a  T. 


Rye,  J.  Hegarty,  P.  Bowen,  !  I  arrington,  T.C.  ;  —  Cagncy, 

a  A.  Kirkby,   I.  A.  H  .     II.  Beamish,   R.  Bcami 

olicitor;  Savage  French,  J.P.  ; 

Staplcton,   E.  Tw  C.  ;    T.  Aherne,  J.P.  ;    R.   CmA, 

Manager,  National  Bank  ;  F.  Sargent,  Bank  of  Ireland  ;  W.  Sand- 

A    M    Coir.    !.!'  nmolcagi: 

M.  \.'  M.   \\    H.  Hill,  J.  Banks,  J.  Slatt- 
lohnson,  John  George  '  -sc  Fitzgerald, 

R.  A.  Atk  ;  Geo.  Georgcson, 

ckson,  County  Surveyor;   M.  D.  Daly,  J.P.  ;   A. 
Warren,  Warrcnscourt  ;  C  J.  HaroU!  room 

Board  of  Guardians  ;  J.  Golden,  J.  Gale,  Sub-Sheriff;  J 

I.  Townscnd,  A.  Ferguson,  J.  Cronin,  J.  O'Leary,  J.  O'Kelly, 
D.  NfCar  nders,  J.P.,  Charlcville  ;  J.  H.  Camp- 

bell,  J.P.,  Quecnstown;  M.  A.  Hennessy,  C.E.  ;  J.  O"Geran,  R. 
H.I  F.  Barry,  J.P.,  Macroom  ;  J.  T.  Carroll,  Coachford  ; 

P.  Morrogh,  M.  P.  Buckley,  J.P.  ;  R.  Hennessy,  T.C,  Queens- 
town;   J.   Bennett,  J.P.  ;    J.   Barrett,  J.   l)w> 

an,  S.  Dring,  J.P.  ;  W.  O'Sullivan,  —  Mahony,  Clonakilty  ; 
I    I    O'Connor,  A.  Blake,  solicitor  ;  S.  Perry,  J.P  ;  W.  Kinmonth, 

Clanchy,  '  thy, 

v,  J.P.  ;  J.MorroK  x-y,  H.C  .an, 


Colonel  Seym- 

••xamination  of  the  list  shows  that  there  were  present  at 
meeting  at  least  fifteen  Unionist  landlords',  twenty-four  Unionist 
magistrates,  four  Unionist  aldermen,  and  two  Unionist  Members 
of  Parliament—  one  of  whom,  howev  .nth-Barry,  M.P.), 

subsequently  stated  in  a  letter  to  the  Press  that  he  was  present 
merely  as  a  spectator. 


6  The  Over-Taxation  of  Ireland. 

LORD  BANDON 

In  opening  the  proceedings  said  that  it  gave  him  ijr^at  pU 
to  preside  over  such  a  meeting  as  that,  which  represented  all 
shades  of  religious  and  political  opinion,  and  he  trusted  that  that 
spirit  would  be  carried  throughout  the  meeting,  and  that  nothing 
might  be  said  upon  which  they  mishit  not  all  agree.    They 
met  to  consider  a  very  important  subject,  and  he  was  sure  they 
would  also  remember  that  this  report  had  not  as  yet  been  pres< 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  so  that  they  could  not  say  what  the 
Government  intended  doing. 

Sir  JOHN  HARI.EY  SCOTT,  Mayor  of  Cork  (Unionist),  said  they 
had  at  that  meeting  all  political  parties  and  all  creeds  represented. 
and  it  was  a  matter  of  great  congratulation  that  in  this  country  of 
theirs,  although  they  were  at  times  separated  by  differences 
regard  to  minor  affairs,  stiU  they  had  a  custom  of  being  able  to 
their  differences,  and  of  being  able  to  meet  on  common 
platforms  where  any  subject  for  the  good  of  their  country  was 
brought  before  them  for  the  purpose  of  being  entertained  and  dis- 
cussed. He  believed  that  this  would  be  a  unanimous  movemen ' 
he  believed  that  in  the  House  of  Commons  Irish  members  of « 
party  would  join  in  representing  the  opinion  of  a  united  Jr. 
with  regard  to  this  subject.  It  was  astonishing  what  power  the 
Irish  members  had  in  the  House  of  Commons  when  they  worked 
together  for  the  good  of  their  country.  He  was  recently  speaking 
to  a  distinguished  member  of  the  Government,  and  he  urged 
upon  him  that  the  Government  should  be  liberal  and  generous  in 
dealing  with  the  educational  and  industrial  burdens  of  Ireland, 
and  his  reply  was  : — "  I  think  that  anything  that  Ireland  requires 
in  that  way  will  be  granted,  because  one  thing  we  notice  in  Parlia- 
ment is,  that  whenever  any  application  is  made  to  the  House  of 
Coimmons  for  money  to  be  spent  in  Ireland,  all  your  members 
unte,  and  they  absolutely  leave  us  almost  no  reason  for  refusing." 
He  had  great  pleasure  in  proposing  : — 

"That  this  meeting  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  City  and  County  of 
Cork  hereby  express  its  sense  of  the  enormous  national  import- 
ance of  the  findings  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Financial 
Relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  declares  its 
belief  that  the  future  prosperity  of  Ireland  and  the  social  happiness 
and  welfare  of  her  people  are  vitally  concerned  in  securing  such  a 
readjustment  of  the  present  system  of  taxation  as  will  give  effective 
relief  to  the  Irish  taxpayer  from  a  burden  which  that  report  con- 
clusively proves  to  be  excessive  and  unfair." 

The  Most  Rev.  Dr.  BROWNE,  Bishop  of  Cloyne,  seconded  the 
resolution.  His  Lordship  said  : — My  Lord  Bandon  and  gentle- 
men, I  rise  to  second  the  resolution  proposed  by  the  Mayor  of 
Cork.  In  estimating  the  importance  of  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
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Commission  on  the  Financial  Relations  between  Great  Ii- 

is  well  at  the  outset  to  bring  distinctly  before  our  minds 

methods  pursued, 

worthiness  of  the  information  elicited,  as  well  as  the  conclusion  or 
*  h  this  Court  of  Inquiry  arrived. 

COMMISSION. 

As  a  necessary  consequence  of  the  Legislative  Union  of  Great 

n  and  Ireland  in  1800,  arrangements  had  to  be  made  by 

i  each  country  wdu  ts  share  in  strict  accordance 

with  legal  ire  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

The  money  was,  of  course,  to  be  provided  by  taxation,  and  the 

Act  of  Union  supposed  and  required  that  the  amour 

be  contributed  by  each  country  would  not  be  in  excess  of  its 

ve  taxable  caj  I  he  reference  of  the  Royal  Commit- 

m  the  su'  was  (to  put  it  briefly)  to  examine 

and  rejx>rt  whether  this  principle  of  justice  has  been  observe 

the  t  >ns  of  <  iin   and   Ireland  since  the 

As  to  the  methods  followed  in  the  investigation,  and  the 

of  the  information  supplied,  and  the  fairness  of 

isions  arrived  at,  no  man,  no  matter  how  prejudiced,  no 

no    Government    can   call  them   in  question.      The 

f  the  Commission— let  me  call  it  the  superior  court  of 

judges  who  tried  the  case — as  well  as  of  the  witnesses  who  gave 

evidence,  silences  even  the  whispering  of  doubt.      The  chairman 

was  a  great  Englishman,  famous  for  his  knowledge  of  finance,  an 

ancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Childers,  whose  report  has 

fortunately  been  preserved  and  printed.      He  was  assisted  by 

irishmen,   notably  two— Lords   Farrer  and   \\clby,  of 

hardly  less  fame  as  experts  in  fiscal  business,  whose  presence  on 

•  in  is  a  guarantee  that  the  conclusions  arrived  at  are 

not  <  d  in  favour  of  Ireland  ;  while  the  rest  of  the  Com- 

>ners  are  the  best    representatives  that  could  be  found  of 

England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  chosen  irrespective  of  political 

creeds,  for  among  them  are  Tories  and  Liberals,  Unionists  and 

Nati<  As  to  the  witnesses,  they  were  all  picked  men, 

mostly  specialists,  few  in  number,  I   believe  only  eighteen,  of 

whom  fifteen  are  paid  servants  of  the  Crown,  including  such  men 

as  Sir  Edward  Hamilton,  the  Assistant  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 

,   Comptroller  General  of  the 

Department.     In  truth,  the  evidence  is  practically  su  v  the 

Government  itself,  so  that  we  may  s,  -from 

judged  thee.    Consequently,  no  man  can  call 
in  question  the  evidence  or  the  verdict 

KDICT.— THE   UNION   ARRANGE* I 

Now,  wl  idings  of  ihis  Royal  Commission,  which, 

.  our  resolutions,  are  of  enormous  importance?     . 
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they  find  "  that  the  Act  of  Union  imposed  upon  Ireland  a  br. 
which,  as  events  showed,  she  was  unable  to  beat       Well,  -entle- 
men,  it  is  painful  to  think,  and  unfortunately  it  is  vd  to 

stir  up  in  >en,  no  matter  of  what  class,  feelings  of  1> 

ness  and  indignation  that  it  has  taken  a  hundred  \vars  to  have 
this  truth  authoritatively  recognised.     At  the  passing  of  the  I 
lative  Union  they  w.  ;i  the  Irish  House  of  Commons  and  in 

Lords,  that  the   proposed   fiscal   arran^enr  unjust  to 

id,  and  would  lead  her  to  disaster,  but  Irish  representation, 
even  on  a  question  that  was  vital  to  the  happiness,  the  pros] 
and  very  life  of  the  country,  then,  as  many  a  time  since,  was 
disregarded.      The  fiscal    arrangement  was    ]  md    it    is 

a  mournful  consolation  to  us  to  know  that  twenty  members  of  the 
-e  of  Lords  entered  their  useless  protest  against  it  on  the 
journal  of  the  Irish  House  ot  Lords.  Now,  what  was  this  fiscal 
arrangement  inaugurated  at  the  passing  of  the  Union  which 
imposed,  according  to  our  Royal  Commission,  an  unbearable 
burden  on  Ireland,  and  which  brought  her  to  practical  bankruptcy 
within  sixteen  years  from  its  passing  ?  Previously  to  the  Union, 
Ireland  was  not  bound  to  contribute  to  objects  beyond  her  shores. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  only  contribution  she  made  was  to  support 
a  few  regiments  of  soldiers  serving  abroad,  and  to  make  a  small 
grant  towards  the  maintenance  of  the  navy.  But  by  the  Act  of 
Union,  it  was  provided  that  Ireland  should  pay,  first,  the  annual 
charge  upon  her  debt  contracted  before  the  Union,  and  secondly, 
should  contribute  2-i7ths  of  the  joint  expenditure  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  A  few  facts  and  figures  will  illustrate  how  this  worked. 
From  1790  to  1795,  *n  pre-Union  times,  the  average  annual 
revenue  of  Ireland  was  roughly  one-and-a-quarter  millions,  and 
the  average  annual  expenditure  was  practically  identical.  No\v, 
take  the  five  years  immediately  following  the  Union.  The 
average  annual  revenue  from  1801  to  1806  was  over  three  and 
a-half  millions— or  nearly  three  times  as  much  as  was  collected 
in  the  period  from  1790  to  1795.  And  the  average  annual 
expenditure  was  over  seven  millions,  leaving  a  debt,  after  the  five 
years,  of  over  fifteen  millions.  But  it  may  be  objected  that  it  is 
not  fair  to  compare  the  five  years  of  peace  from  1790  to  1795, 
with  the  years  of  war  from  1801  to  1806.  Well,  from  1795  to 
1800  were  years  of  war  in  Ireland,  when  expenditure  was 
enormously  increased  in  consequence  of  an  actual  rebellion  in 
'98  and  the  landing  of  the  French,  and  the  presence  of  an 
immense  army  till  1800,  and  increase,  too,  by  the  cost  of  the  Act 
of  Union,  set  down  at  one  and  a-half  millions.  In  these  five 
years  the  expenditure  was  over  four  and  a-half  millions,  and  the 
revenue  ,£2,100,449.  Compare  these  with  the  years  from  1811 
to  1816  when  the  revenue  collected  amounted  to  close  on  six 
millions,  but  the  average  annual  expenditure  reached  the 
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enormous  figure  of  more  than  thirteen  millions.     Lastly,  compare 
the  \\h  .  yean  following  the  Union,  when  the  new  fiscal 

system  was  introduced,  with  the  sixteen  years    preceding 

The  average  annual  revenue  collected  in  Ireland  during 

••are  before  the  Union  was  little  more  than   one 

and  a-half  millions,  while  the  average  annual  revenue  collected 

during  the  ifa  irs    which  immediately  followed    it,  was 

,£4.865,265,  •  .  the  amount.     The  average 

il  cxpcnditu:  n  years  before  the 

average  annual 

expc:  -  n  years  following  the  Union  was  close  on 

ten  millions— that  is  to  say,  though  three  times  as  much  was 
collected  by  taxes  during  the  sixteen  years  following  the  Union, 
debt,  instead  of  being  diminished,  rose  to  be  more  than 
four  times  as  much  as  in  the  correspond  Union  period. 

In  1816  t  ial  condition  of  Ireland  was  hopeless, 

could  not  in  her  poverty  keep  pace  with  rich  Britain  in  meeting 
i^e  expenditure  of  the  costly  and  prolonged  wars 
carried  on  by  England  on  the  Continent.      Whatever  may  be 
thought  of  the  fairness  of  the  financial  arrangement  at  the  date  of 
nion  in  iSco.  roved  that  a  contribution  .land 

of  2*17  as  the  joint  expenditure  had  become  impossible  and 
unju  placed  upon  her,  in  the  words  of  the  Royal  Corn- 

on,  a  burden  she  was  unable  to  bear. 

THE   AMALGAMATION   OF  THE   EXCHEQUERS. 

As  a   consequence  of  the  overwhelming   Irish    debt   and   her 

imminent  .e  plan  f  .,  put  hypothetical!)-  in 

Act  of  Union,  was  adopted  in  1817,  by  which  the  debts  of 

both  coui  ilgamated,  the  &c;  :  ^h  Exchequer 

was  merged  in  the  common  exchequer  for  the  United  Kingdom, 

and  the  principle  of  identity  of  taxation  on  taxed  commodities  for 

both   countries    was    sanctioned.      The    principle  was    indeed 

>ned,  but  the  all-round  application  of  it  was  impracticable.    1 1 

would  have  made  matters  worse.     Commodities  continued  to  be 

differently  taxed  in  Ireland  and  Great  Britain,  as  heretofore,  with 

some  few  exceptions.      !  1817  and  1853  the  only  notable 

on  to  the  Imperial  taxation  arose  from  the  equalisation  of 

the  tobacco  duties  in  1817  and  of  the  stamp  duties  in  1842,  when 

;  >le  of  identity  of  rates  of  taxation  was  aim  ^ally 

amount  collected  annually  in    Ireland   between 

and   1850   towards  the  joint  expenditure  of  the   United 

remained  practically  unaltered,  though  Great  Britain's 

share  was  reduced  by  is.  3d. 

1853  TO  1860. 

now  we  come  to  the  period  of  1853  to  1860,  regarding 
which  we  have  the  following  finding  of  the  Royal  Commission — 
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41  The  increase  of  taxation  laid  upon  Ireland  between  1853  and 
1860  was  not  justified  by  the  then  existing  <  ices." 

the   "  then  existing  di- 
stances "  to  which  the  Royal  Commission  i 

!i  establish  beyond  doubt  that  Ireland  was  no  1 
indeed,  certainly  less  well  able,  to  be  M  th.in  in  any 

before    1847.      In    i8<>  rising   to    lu-i 

after  the  terrible  blow  dealt  her   by  the  awful  I.  :    '47. 

Between  '47  and  '53  two  millions  and  a  -quarter  of  her  p 
more  than  one-fourth  of  the  who!  !,  most  of  them 

perishing  from  starvation.      Even  in  1846  so  poor  tnd— 

so  precarious  the  condition  of  her  people — that  the  failure  of  one 
root  crop,  the  potato,  left  the  land  desolate.  Moreover,  in  1850 
the  local  taxation  in  In  .by  nearly  one  million 

of  where  it  stood  in  1840,  owing  chiefly  to  the  introduction  of  the 
poor-law  system.  Lastly,  the  cause  that  \  :  lie  marvellous 

'opment  of  trade  and  consequent  prosperity  in  (Ireat  Britain 
had  the  opposite  effect  in  Ireland.  I  allude  to  the  Repeal  of  the 
Corn  I.aws.  The  result  of  that  enactment  was  to  bring  plentiful 
and  cheap  food  to  the  teeming  population  of  the  manufacturing 
towns  of  England,  and  the  ships  that  brought  the  food  ca: 
back  to  every  port  the  manufactured  articles  of  England.  We 
had  no  manufactures  practically  to  develop.  They  too  had  1 
swept  away.  We  had  only  one  great  industry — agriculture — and 
the  effect  of  the  Repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws  was  to  greatly  depress 
the  value  of  our  agricultural  products.  In  1845  tne  Devon  Com- 
mission reported  "  that  the  labouring  classes  in  Ireland  live  under 
sufferings  greater  than  the  people  of  any  other  country  in  Europe." 
In  1852  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  reported 
"that  since  the  famine  the  resources  of  Ireland  had  greatly 
diminished  while  the  local  taxation  had  greatly  increased."  In 
1864  Mr.  Senior,  a  competent  English  witness,  a  Poor  Law  Com- 

oner  since   1842,  described  Ireland  as  "the  most  sufi 
country  in   Europe,"  as  "a  country  in  which  the  mass  of  the 
population  are  worse   fed,  worse   lodged.  lothed,  worse 

paid  than  any  part  of  Europe  to  which  his  travels  extended.'1 
And  this  was  the  time  selected  to  increase  the  Imperial  taxation 
of  Ireland  by  two  and  three-quarter  millions  per  year.  No 
-.vonder  that  it  is  the  unanimous  verdict  of  the  Royal  Commission 
that  this  was  not  justified  by  the  circumstances  of  the 

time — that  it  was  unjustly  imposed  on  this  poverty-sir:- 
country.  In  1850  the  estimated  true  revenue  of  Ireland  towards 
Imperial  taxation  was  ,£4,861, 465  ;  in  1860  it  rose  to ^7,7 00,33 4, 
That  increase,  gentlemen,  has  continued  up  to  the  present,  it  has 
become  part  of  the  permanent  Imperial  taxation,  and  it  is  admitted 
on  all  sides,  that  the  capacity  of  Ireland  to  bear  taxation  has  not 
improved  since  then.  From  1860,  when  the  Imperial  taxation 
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was  unfairly  raised  by  two  and  three-quarter  millions  to  1896  is 
yean,  so  that  the  Imperial  Kxchequer  hat  overcharged 
us  *  ie  too  millions  of  pounds.     And  add,  gentle- 

loss  the  jxrrhapt  greater,  loss  of 

profit  to  Ircla:  \%  iho-e  thirty-six  years  this  vast  sum  had 

••steel  profitably  in  keeping  alive  and  stimulating  the 
.tries  of  this  poor  com 

VT1TY  Of  TAXATION   HOT  EQUALITY. 

But  we  sometimes  hear  the  -vard  in  defence  of 

i  throughout  the  I'  t  after  all 

10  worse  than  •  -that  the  income* 

tax  and  other  direct  taxes,  as  well  as  taxes  on  commodities,  are 
the  same  in  both  countries.     Now.  this  is  the  fallacy  which  is 
the  next  finding  of  the  Royal  Commission.     The  find- 
ing is  ty  of  rates  docs  not  necessarily  involve  e«, 
of  b                 In  consideration  for  the  speakers  who  are  to  follow 
.  not,  as  I  should  wish  to  do  so,  spend  lustrating 
U  of  the  Royal  Commission.    Suffice  it  to  say  th.it  i. 
:               '.ice  may  be  done,  even  between  two  united  cou: 
equally  prosperous,  by  the  selection  of  the  commodities  tax* 

:he   selected  commodity  is  greatly  in  use  in  one 

country  and  in  but  little  use  in  the  other,     hi  regard  to  commodi- 

such  as  tea  and  tobacco,  which  have  practically  become 

of  life,  the  same  amount  of  taxation  is  surely  a  greater 

burden  on  the  wretched  Irish  cottier,  who  is  barely  able  to  eke  out 

crable  existence,  than  on  the  well-paid  English  am 

L0.\ 

Again,  we  hear  it  frequently  glibly  repeated  that  Ireland  has  been 
treated  \\  ndced,  she  is  ; 

the  Spoiling  point  i  nent  loans  and  remissions 

of  lo.  il,  now,  as  to  loans,  let  us  not  forget  (ist)  that  a  loan 

-.  we  have  to  pay  back  a  loan,  and  with 

good  interest  amounting  to  an  average  oi  3  J  per  cent    ( ami ) 

advantage  to  the  Government,  to  whom  M  ecu. 

is  interdicted,  to  have  an  opportunity  of  lending  its  money  with 

d  at  a  good  i  Very  recently  we  had  an  instance 

in   Dublin  where  the  Government  insisted  on  an  Irish  Board 

borrowing  from  the  Gov  though  the  money  could  be  got 

er  el  sew  t:  i  (thirdly)  let  us  not  forget  tha: 

loans  are  sometimes  contributory  to  our  ruin,  for  a  sure  road 

to  the  financial  ruin  of  a  poor  man  or  a  poor  country  is  to  borrow 

money  on  interest  for  the  purpose  of  spending  it  on  an  unproduc- 

md   unremuneratr.  merit,   and   such   has   been  the 

character  rises  on  which  the  Government 

has  spent  the  money  borrowed  from  itself  in  the  name  of  Ireland. 
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But  it  is  frequently  thrown  in  our  far  land  does  no- 

back  its  loans — that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Government  IMS  had 
to  remit  ten  millions  sterling  to  Ireland  since  1853,  while  they 
remitted  only  a  relatively  insignificant  sum  to  Great  Britain.  Now, 
such  stati  e  not  statements  of  fact.  It  is  proved  in  the 

evidence  to  the  Royal  Commission — first,  that  nine  out  of  the  ten 
millions  r  were  not  in  any  true  sense  loans  for  local 

>ses,  corresponding  with  the  loans  made  in  (I real  Britain — 
lie  purposes  were,  for  one  reason  or  another,  really  Imperial ; 
second,  in  1853  the  income-tax  was  imposed  on  Ireland  a 
to  the  remission  of  four  out  of  these  ten  millions,  and  that  the 
income  tax  has  produced  not  merely  four  millions,  but  actually 
twenty-three  and  a-half  millions  sterling  ;  lastly,  it  is  hard  to  a 
what  I  am  going  to  state,  but  it  is  a  nevertheless  undeniable 
— while  they  keep  repeating  that  these  sums  have  been  rem 
there  is  in  existence  an  annual  revenue  called  th<  uion 

Annuity,"  made  out  in  the  form  of  a  profit,  over  and  above  the 
charge  for  interest  and  expense,  of  .£130,000  a  year  for  the 
express  purpose  of  making  good  to  the  Government  what  Parlia- 
ment has  already  remitted. 

EXPENDITURE   NOT   COMPENSATION. 

Lastly,  it  is  dinned  into  our  ears  that  all  the  taxes  drawn  from 
Irish  sources  are  returned  to  us  again,  as  the  total  revenue  is  spent 
in  Ireland.  It  is  true  that  the  revenue  is  spent  in  Ireland,  but 
how  ?  Up  to  two  millions,  or  nine  shillings  per  head  of  the  popu- 
lation, are  annually  spent  in  keeping  up  an  immense  army  of 
30,000  soldiers  in  Ireland.  In  rich  Scotland  the  number  of 
soldiers  is  only  3,000.  But  far  more  extraordinary  is  the  number 
and  the  cost  of  the  Irish  Constabulary.  When  the  force  \v.is 
established  in  1836  it  numbered  7,400,  or  one  policeman  to  < 
1,080  of  the  population.  Now  the  force  is  close  on  18,000, 
including  the  pensioners — that  is  to  say,  one  policeman  for 
255  of  the  population.  The  cost  in  1836  of  the  Constabulary 
was,  roughly,  ,£375,000,  or  lojd.  per  head  of  the  population  ;  the 
cost  of  the  force  at  present  is  over  one  and  a-half  millions,  or  6s.  4d. 
per  head  of  the  population.  In  Scotland  there  is  one  policeman 
for  every  1,000  people,  and  the  total  cost  is  only  one-third  of  what 
it  costs  in  Ireland.  In  Scotland  the  cost  is  25.  3d.  per  head  of  the 
population  ;  in  Ireland  it  is  6s.  4d.  per  head.  Even  Lord  Welby, 
in  his  Report,  advocates  that  one-half  the  cost  of  the  force, 
,£800,000,  should  not  be  charged  to  Ireland,  on  the  ground  that 
in  so  far  it  is  a  military  and  not  a  civil  force.  For  military  and 
constabulary  we  pay  in  Ireland  at  the  rate  of  i6s.  per  head  of  the 
population.  And  then  there  is  the  Civil  Service,  which,  if  judged 
by  the  relative  populations,  is  twice  as  costly  as  the  similar  Service 
:igland.  Hut  how  much  of  the  Irish  revenue  is  spent  in 
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•sources  of  our  country,  in  encouragin., 
factures,  in  forwarding  technical  and  in< 
by  the  result    Viewed  from  this  standp<  -»  at 

present  moment  a  land  made  desolate. 

K   INDUSTRIAL  CONDITION  OF  IRELAND. 

How  sad  for  any  thoughtful  man  travelling  in  Ireland  to  note  bow 

is  done  by  our  Government  to  gather  the  teeming  wealth  of 
our  t  to  note  the  numerous  ruined  mills,  flour  mills  and 

woollen  mills,    w.th  the  mighty  water-power  running   uselessly 

gh  broken  sluices,  or  to  enter  our  decaying  towns  and  cities 
and  hear  from  itants  of  the  tanneries  and  glass  factories 

and  numerous  industries  and  manifold  handicrafts  that  gave  em- 
ployment to  tens  of  thousands  when  they  were  boys,  to  find  that 

>nly  business  of  our  shops  is  the  sale  of  articles  "manuiac- 

i  abroad."    As  late  as  the  year  1841  there  were  696,000 

people  employed  in  wool,  silk,  and  other  textile  fabrics  here  and 

through  the  counties  of  Ireland,  while  in  1891,  notwith- 
stand  :nuch  vaunted  linen  trade  of  Belfast,  the  number 

employed  in  this  manufacture  in  Ireland  has  fallen  to  130,000. 
Yes,  the  hum  of  manufacturing  industry  is  to-day  not  heard  in 
Ireland.  We  have  now  but  one  industry — the  agricultural  in- 
dustry, and  that  is  in  a  very  precarious,  a  languishing  condition, 
it  is  alarming  to  read  that  the  average  production  of  wheat  in  this 
country  has  fallen  since  1850  from  5-7  million  cwts.  to  1*2  million 
cwts. ;  oats  from  30*6  to  18*3  million  cwts.  ;  turnips,  potatoes, 
and  other  crops  exhibiting  a  similar  dcclin  **as  given 

before  the  Royal  Commission  which  proved  that  the  decrca 
crops  during  the  last  forty  years  amounted  in  value  to  twenty- 
four  millions  sterling  per  year.     And  now  our  fanners  are  fa 
face  with  a  keen  competition  from  foreign  countries,  whose  chief 
element  of  success  is  their  technical  knowledge   of  the   best 

>ds  of  agriculture.  If  our  agricultural  industry  is  not  to 
follow  our  departed  manufacturing  industries  our  Irish  farmers 
must  also  be  educated  practically  in  the  best  methods  of  educing 

the  land  the  wealth  it  holds.  How  much  of  the  hundred 
millions  of  pounds  wrung  from  us  unjustly  has  been  spent  within 
the  past  forty  years  on  this  great  need  to  preserve  our  only  re* 

ig  industry?     Practically  nothing.       The   population   of 

England  has  increased  enormously,  and  its  wealth  beyond 

pression,  for  the  last  fifty  years,  owing  to  the  fostering  care  of  the 

Government :  the  very  reverse  is  true  of  Ireland,  owing  largely  to 

nnent,  that  extorted  over  three  millions  sterling  from 

us  annually,  and  made  us  no  return.    Our  population  is  to-day 

i  half  what  it  was  in  1845,  an(l  lhc  decrease  in  our 

young,  able  manhood  continues  from  year  to  year.    In  fact,  our 

population  is  back  again  to  where  it  stood  one  hundred  yean 
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ago  in  1795,  Dut  in  1795,  tne  taxation  of  Ireland  per  head  of  the 
population  was  only  95.  6d.,  and  to-day  tl.<  <1  i-. 

5  cs, 

A   SUMMING  UP. 

To  sum  up,  the  financial   rel.uions   between  Great  Britain  and 

id  stand  thus — Within  the  first  sixteen  years  following  the 
Union  we  were  made  to  contribute  so  much  beyond  our  due 
share  that,  as  the  Royal  Commission  testifies,  the  burden  \\as 
unbearable,  and  Ireland  was  brought  to  bankruptcy  in  1816 

1858  we  have  been  made  to  pay,  at  the  low<  mil- 

lions per  \  nnd  what  was  fair  and  just.     1  a   the 

culation  of  the  wrong  done  us,  in  order  to  avoid  u 
ducing  any  contentious  point;  but  I  am  convinced  that  any  in- 
telligent, fair-minded  man  who  studies  the  evidence  and  n 
of  the  Royal  Commission  will  find  it  hard,  if  not  too  hard,  to 
answer  the  arguments  of  Mr.  Sexton,  to  whom  (let  me  say  in 
passing)  Ireland  is  greatly  indebted  for  his  splendid  work  on  the 
Royal  Commission,  who  sets  the  amount  of  which  we  have  been 
wronged  at  a  very  much  higher  figure.     In  this  connection  let  us 
remember  that  there  is  one  fact  undeniable  that,  no  matter  what 

.  the  lowest  or  the  highest  mentioned  in  the  Reports  of  the 
Commission,  the  amount  of  which  we  are  wronged  is  rising  year 
by  year,  owing  to  two  causes,  the  annual  increase  of  taxation  and 
the  annual  growing  poverty  of  Ireland.  Now  that  our  eyes  are 
opened  to  this  shameful,  this  awful  wrong  done  to  us  by  the 

rnment,  Irishmen  of  every  class  and  every  political  creed, 
like  us  assembled  here  to-day,  are  determined  by  solidly  united 
action  to  demand  that  the  vast  sum  of  which  our  poor  country 
has  been  despoiled  shall  be  restored  by  our  rich  partner,  and — 
what  is  more  immediately  pressing — to  enforce  that  the  three 
millions  sterling,  or  more,  over  our  rightful  contribution  shall  at 
once  cease.  1  may  not,  seeing  that  I  have  kept  you  so  long, 
enter  into  the  question  as  to  the  form  which  this  remission  ou-ht 
to  take.  Besides,  I  am  one  of  those  who  think  that  discussion 

tails  may  be  usefully  deferred  at  present — that  will  come  on 
later.  Our  one  great  purpose  at  present — our  united  determina- 
tion— is  to  insist  that  justice  be  done  by  the  rich  predominant 
partner  to  our  poor  despoiled  country  in  this  matter  of  enormous 
importance— the  Financial  Relation  of  Ireland  with  < 

in. 

Sir  JOSEPH  N.  M'KENNA,  ex-M.P.,  a  former  chairman  of  the 
National  Bank  (Nationalist),  supported  the  resolution.     Ik- 
he  took  his  stand  upon  this,  that  the  Government  and  Parlki 
should  treat  the  Royal  Commission  as  having  settled  everything 
upon  which  they  had  presumed  to  pass  judgment  except   the 
report  was  formally  taken  up  in  Parliament  and  contravened. 
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K   POSITION  OF  Ml  KC. 

the  last  ten  yean  he  knew  what  .V  upon 

the  subject  was  but  he  excused  :  a§  a 

c  fact  that  he  had  been  the  >  irf. 

pitted  over  all  these  wrong*  uj  »  he 

Joseph  M'Kcnna)  and  others  dwelt,  and  that  tt  would  not 

become  him  to  show  any  prefer  en.  ,  scheme 

put  was  hostile  to  the  Government 

!iad  introduced  these  new  taxes  in   1853.      Nevertheless,  he 

took    occasion    to    admit    that    although     he    had    adopted 

what  had  occurred  before    hii    time    he    was    not    othc. 

accountable  for  the  new  departure  in  the  taxation  of  ! 

took  place  in   1853,  thank*  idstonc.and  at  that  time  he 

<lers)  was  not  a  member  of  the  i  -use  of  Com- 

mons.    He  had  accepted  office  without  question  of  what  had 

occurred  in  1853,  the  scope  of  which  as  far  as  it  had  affected 

Ireland  was  not  then  apparent  to  h  in.     In  la'.cr  >  .trs  be  had 

admr  he  was  mnre  inclined  to  consider  the  subject  < 

(Ten's  lines,  as  developed  in  articles  in  the  Nineteenth  Century, 

and  that  being  so,  it  had  appeared  to  the  speaker  a  happy  augury 

when,  in  1894,  Mr.  Gladstone  appoinu  '.ilders  as  Chairman 

>val  Commission  to  in  1  facts  of  the 

i  Great   Britain  ar.      i  There 

was  nothing  in  the  findings  and  report  of  the  majority,  or  in  Mr. 

'.raft  report,  which  was  expressly  incorj>oratcd  and  coin- 

ort  of  the  Royai  Com  .  vhich  could  be 

material  issue  what  :  >  strong  conviction 

.1  point  was  based  on  his  own  analysis  of  the  ln,h  case. 

OK  THE   REVENUE—  INCOME  TAX    A 
MISCELLANEOUS   REVENUE. 

As  an  expert  in  such  matters,  he  would  now  say  that  the  case  as 
made   in  Mr.  Ch  .it  report,  and   in 

report  of  -n  colleagues  who  survi\ed  him,  was  ab- 

solutely impregnable  against  any  atta-  r*\c  year's 

revenue  of  the  United  Kingdom—  one  in  which  there  was  nothing 

remarkable  nor  abnormal—  the  financial  year,   1884-1885.    The 

gross  amount  of  Imperial  revenue  raised  in  the  several  divisions 

of  the  United  Kingdom  amounted,  according  to  1  -itary 

()  ,£57»3a7.0oo  for    England  and  Wales,  ,£8,825,000 

otlaml,  and  .£7,755,000  for  Ireland.    Now,  according  to 

udgct,  a  total  sum  within  .c  00,000  had 

to  be  made  up  somehow,  and  of  th.u  immense  sum  ^"i  1,000,000 

VMS  raised  by  tax,  and  the  remainder  by  miscellaneous 

taxes,  customs,  .se,  stamps,  and  the  like.     He  agreed,  and 

it  was  part  of  the  Irish  case  as  put  forward  by  him.  th.it  each 

realm  should  contribute  its  rigidly  fair  quota  of  the  revenue  of  the 
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Empire  by  miscellaneous  taxes  levied  on  each  according  to  his 
>ur  or  affection,  and  of  course  without  disparity 
or  injustice.     ^5  43.  collected  in  miscellaneous  t  r  all 

three  realms  of  the  United  Kingdom  for  every  pound  which  they 
paid  respectively  in  income  tax  would  make  up  the  full  sum 
required  for  the  service  of  the  United  Kingdom.  He  did  not 
seek  to  evade  on  the  part  of  Ireland  one  farthing  of  the  ^5  .js.  if 
the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom  v,  <I  m  the  same  pr> 

tion.     But  here  the  quantitative  analysis  came  in  with  a  v. 
England  and  Wales  did  not  make  up  ^5  .j  only  made  up 

£4  I2S.  4d.  in  the  miscellaneous  taxation  for  every  pound  of 
income  t.i  .  their  deficit  had  to  be  made  up  in 

fashion,  and  the  quantitative  analysis  showed  that  Scotland 
taxed  so  that  she  had  to  pay  £6  155.  as  her  miscellaneous  su; 
ment  to  every  pound  of  income  tax  while  Ireland  paid  over  ^£9. 

The  Right  Rev.  Dr.  MEADE,  Protestant  Episcopalian  Bishop  of 
Cork,  Cloyne  and  Ross,  moved  : — 

"That  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  take  immediate 
steps  to  give  effect,  by  remedial  legislation,  to  the  conclusions 
suggested  by  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission." 

His  Lordship  said  they  had  a  Report,  signed  by  eleven 
financial  experts,  men  of  every  party,  chosen  especially  for  their 
thorough  knowledge  of  such  subjects,  and  for  their  fitness  to  deal 
with  subjects  of  the  kind,  and  they  were  agreed  that  Ireland 
over-taxed  to  the  extent  of  about  two  and  three-quarter  millions  a 
year.  Two  of  the  Commissioners  died  during  the  inquiry,  and 
they,  no  doubt,  would  also  have  signed  the  Report.  Two  of  the 
members  had  not  signed,  but  one,  at  least,  of  these  seemed  to  be  in 
substantial  agreement  with  his  colleagues.  Here  was  the  one  fact 
which  they  had  to  bear  in  mind,  which  they  had  to  enforce,  that 
chosen  men  of  all  politics — Englishmen,  Irishmen,  and  Scotchmen 
— were  agreed  that  Ireland  was  paying  at  this  time  two  and  three- 
quarter  millions  too  much  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  Now,  the 
point  of  the  resolution  was  to  enforce  upon  the  Government  the 
duty  of  remedying  this  state  of  things. 

THE   SUGGESTED    REMEDY. 

The  question  was  how  was  that  to  be  done.  Mr.  Childers,  the 
late  Chairman  of  the  Commission,  in  the  draft  report  which  he 
prepared,  pointed  out  that  there  were  the  proverbial  three  courses 
open  to  them.  The  first  was  to  alter  the  entire  fiscal  system  of 
the  United  Kingdom  so  as  to  make  those  taxes  which  were  chiefly 
paid  in  Ireland  lighter,  and  those  in  Great  Britain  heavier.  But 
it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  a  population  of  over  thirty-three 
millions  would  consent  to  alter  its  system  of  taxation  to  suit  the 
convenience  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  four  and  a-half  millions 
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who  ;  1.     Besides,  the  question  of  free  trade  would 

also  arise,  and  they  knew  what  a  fetish  free  trade  was  at 

ngland,  so  that  they  might  dismiss   that  plan  as 

cable.     The  second  plan  was  that  the  taxes  in  Ireland  should  be 

lower  than   they  were  in   England      But  here   the  great  dinV 

would  involve  a  custom-house  barrier  between 

,vo  countries,  and  it  would  greatly  lessen  the  volume  of  trade 
between  t  ngland.    That  plan  also  was  beyond 

inge  of  practical  politics.    There  remained  the  t 
which  wa  .ibout  two  and  thr  .lions 

should  be  to  objects  of  practical  utility  in  Irela 

teemed  to  be  the  fairest  and  best  plan,  and  which  was  most 

.  to  prove  beneficial  to  Ireland.     It  hul  been  said,  indeed, 

>f  public  grants  would  be  likely  to  pauperise  the 

couu  would  be  always  looking  to  the  Government 

instead  of  depending  on  themselves.     Now,  no  one  could  abhor 

more  did  the  system  of  going  to  the  Government  m  forma 

pa*peri*t  cap  in  hand,  saying,  M  We  are  so  poor  you  must  help 

they  were  asking  for  no  eleemosynary  grants  ;  they 

were  asking  only  that  their  own  money  should   be  returned  to 

tnself  suggested  that  it  might  be  used  in 

the  reduction  of  the  railway  rates. 

LOCAL   RATES. 

Then,  surely,  i  ht  be  given  to  thr  local  rates,  the  poor  rate 

and  the  county  cess.     Me  was  himself,  at  present,  greatly  interested 

in  the  lunatic  asylum  there.   They  were  obliged  to  build  a  very  Urge 

addition  to  their  present  very  large  buildings.     Why  should  not 

the  addition  be  built  out  of  that  money  ?    Then  there  were   the 

brd  School  of  Art,  the  V  School,  i  >ocks 

ulbowline.     Surely  money  could  be  spent  on  these  without 

pauperising  the  country—  money  which  was  their  own—  and  \\ 

they  only  asked  to  be  returned  to  them.     He  did  not  think  that 

hould  formulate  any  plan  or  name  any  object     What  they 

should  ask  now  was  that  the  two  and  three-quarter  millions  a  year 

should  be  returned  to  them.    They  were  only  asking  for  justice, 

•  iey  would  succeed  if  only  they  observed  three  conditions. 

The  first  was  moderation.     Let  them  not  cxagger.  :hem 

ie  themselves  to  the  matter  in  the  Report;  let  them  be 

!,  and  let  them  as  one  man  ask  for  justice  —  that  justice 

which  was  their  due,  and  let  their  demand  be  characterised  by  a  note 

of  universality,  so  that  it  would  not  be  North  or  South  or  Ea 

West  demanding  that  Ireland  should  have  her  system  of  taxation 

remedied  but  it  should  be  all  Ireland  asking  that  England  should 

remedy  the  increasing  injustice  of  the  system  of  taxation  which  it 

now  appeared  had  been  pursued  to  the  detriment  of  Ireland  for 

many  years. 

c 
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LORD  CASH  :>per  Ossory,  seconded  the  resolution. 

He  said  the  question  was  one  that  should  not  be  dealt  with  on 
party  lines,  it  was  not  one  for  wild  denunci.ui  m.  a  was  not  one 
even  which  burning  eloquence  could  furtlu-r  in  any  \\.iy,  IK 

mply  as  the  proposer  of  the  resolution  livid  j 
ict  appeal  on  the  high  ground  of  justice,  to  the  honour  oi  the 
sister  country. 

THE   FOUNDATION   OF   THE  CLAIM. 

It  was  an  appeal  to  the  common-sense  of  Englishmen,  and  it  was 
also  a  demand  on  the  highest  attributes  of  statesmanship.  It  v,  is 
a  case  for  the  statesman  who  had  the  will  and  the  way  to  render 
the  taxation  of  Ireland  fair  and  equitable.  He  would  n 
i  of  one  or  two  conclusions  arrived  at  by  the  Comnr 
Clause  2  ran  : — "That  the  Act  of  Union  imposed  upon  Ireland 
a  burden  which,  as  events  showed,  she  was  unable  to  bear ; "  and 
Clause  3  laid  down  that  the  increase  of  taxation  laid  upon  Ireland 
between  1853  and  1860  was  not  justified  by  the  then  existing 
circumstances.  Clause  4  stated  that  identity  of  rates  of  taxation 
did  not  necessarily  involve  equality  of  burden ;  and  Clause  5 
showed  that,  whilst  the  actual  tax  revenue  of  Ireland  was  about 
one-eleventh  of  that  of  Great  Britain,  the  relative  taxable  caj 
of  Ireland  was  very  much  smaller,  and  was  not  estimated  by 
of  the  Commissioners  as  exceeding  one-tweiricth."  Those  were 
most  startling  declarations  when  one  thought  of  the  men  who 
signed  that  report.  They  indicated  clearly,  in  his  opinion,  that 
action  was  necessary,  and  that  a  remedy  might  be  applied.  Every 
man,  irrespective  of  whatever  party  to  which  he  might  belong  or 
whatever  creed  he  might  profess,  so  long  as  he  was  an  Irishman, 
was  interested  in  that  decision.  They  had  that  day  a  great  re- 
sponsibility thrown  upon  them,  they  had  the  honour  of  giving  the 
key-note  of  the  contest,  for  there  might  be  a  contest  before 
them. 

MODERATION    AND   DETERMINATION. 

That  note,  as  the  speakers  had  said,  should  be  one  of  studied 
moderation,  coupled  with  a  firm  and  unalterable  determination  to 
exact  to  the  uttermost  farthing  of  what  was  due,  and  obtain  justice 
to  the  fullest  extent  What  had  they  on  their  side  ?  The  right 
of  a  nation  that  had  been  wronged.  What  had  they  against  them  ? 
Only  the  treasury,  with  its  officialdom — they  would  say  at  once  a 
powerful  body.  Yes,  but  one  they  could  face.  They  should 
convince  their  brethren  in  England  that  they  were  right,  and  they 
could  convince  them  if  they  went  before  them  with  an  impartial 
and  business-like  statement  It  had  been  proved  before  that 
when  the  Treasury  met  Ireland  united,  as  it  had  done  in  reference 
to  the  mails  question,  it  had  given  way.  That  meeting  was  a 
proof  that  Ireland  could  and  would  be  united  upon  that  great 
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and  be  ventured  to  prophecy,  that  victory  would  be 
to  themselves,  firm  in  their  purpose,  and 

in.  ul.r.it.    in  ton    .        I       :•     v.    R     ,  M      QT  tWO  pO  ..      •     .  .'.  1 

.1  upon. 

PITT'S  FLEDGE. 

The  feet  had  b«*en  brought  out  by  the  Bishop  of  Cloyoe  that,  from 
1817  to  1 8 co,  there  was  little  or  no  increase  of  taxation,  except 
obacco  duty  and  the  stamp  duty.    That 
was  i  tly  owing  to  '  when  speaking 

on  the  I'mon,  used  words  w  UcJ  the  lines  of  policy  that 

>l>ed  English  statesmen  would  follow  until  certain  conditions 
used  these  words — "  To  avoid  suspicion  of 
unduly  loading  our  sister  Kingdom  with  more  than  her  share  of 
State,  to  avoid  all  >n  of  partiality,  the 

Parliaments  of  both  countries  have  fixed  proportions  to  be  p.: 
each  for  a  limited  time,  at  the  expiration  of  which  it  is  presumed 
nances  of  each  may  so  approximate  that  they  may  be  assimi- 
lated and  identified.     The  object  of  the  financial  arrangements  was 
to  effect  the  gradual  abolition  of  all  distinctions  in  finance  and 
the    two    countries,  and   to    accelerate    the 
i'Oth    countries  would    pay  one    uniform    proper- 

of    taxes    throughout    each If    our    Sinking 

Fund  will  discharge  our  larger  debt  before  the  debt  of  Ireland 

be  discharged,  though  not  of  equal  magnitude,  the  greater 

debt  discharged  in  the  shorter  time  may  not  so  pass  the  leaser 

debt  remaining  a  longer  time  unpaid,  and  whenever  the  real  value 

be  alike  the  finances  of  both  may  be  assimilated  and  identi- 

md  it  w.  in  the  discretion  of  the  united  Parliaments 

to  abolish  all  <  i*  of  quotas  and  contributions,  and  to  fix 

of  taxation  throughout  the  United    Kingdom  subject 

'.y  to  such  exemptions  and  abatements  as  from  circumstances 

Become  necessary."    These  were  the  lines  on  which  taxation 

should  have  been  conducted.     These  were  the  instructions  of 

.itcMnan,    1'itt.     He   k>u-hadowed  danger   in   the 

attei;  .iinn  taxation  which  he  made,  and  until  1853  that 

:n  was  kept   in   view  by  the  great  statesmen  who  ruled 

PEEL'S  PRACTICE. 

The  Income-tax  which  Sir  Robert  Peel,  following  the  lead  of  Mr. 

refused  to  inflict,  was  imposed  by  Mr.' Gladstone  in  1855, 

and  from  then  on  taxation,  both  local  and  Imperial,  increased  by 

bounds.    The  door  was  opened,  the  Treasury  entered, 

the  intentions  oi  1*111  were  forgotten,  and  a  new  era  commenced. 

>  had  now  to  see  was  to  keep  the  attention  of  English 

statesmen  fixed  upon  the  lines  of  Mr.  I'm  s  statement,  and  they 
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should  ask  with  no  uncertain  voice  that  these  abatements  and 
predicted,  might  become  ne<  Mould 

now  be  given  to  them. 

DECLINE   OP   POPULATION. 

He  now  came  to  perhaps  the  most  salient,  and  certainly  the 
saddest  feature  of  the  question — namely,  that  while  t.i\..;i'>n  in 

country  had  been  increasing  by  leaps  and  bounds, 
population  had  been  steadily  decreasing.  No  nation  could  flourish 
in  which  that  took  place.  That  fact  alone  should  make  every 
Irishman  take  off  his  coat  and  try  and  stop  the  blood  of  the 
nation  from  leaving  its  shores.  They  ought  to  try  to  bring 
those  manufactures  which  were  once  the  pride  of  the  country, 
try  and  retain  the  people  in  the  land  of  their  birth.  He  felt  that 
they  had  now  the  opportunity  of  doing  that;  and  that  the  time 
was  ripe  when  they  had  this  startling  decision  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission to  insist  that  the  rules  laid  down  by  Mr.  Pitt  should  be 
followed.  With  the  giving  of  these  exemptions  and  abatements  lie 
believed  they  would  see  manufactures  springing  up  and  their 
countrymen  kept  there  in  the  land  of  their  birth.  They  should 
demand,  through  their  representatives  in  Parliament,  not  only 
these  exemptions  and  abatements,  but  also  the  appointment  of  a 
Commission  to  investigate  at  once,  with  rapidity  and  acci  ; 
the  extravagance  which  was  lavished  on  the  Civil  Service  in  this 
country.  They  should  also  demand  that  the  exemptions  and 
abatements  referred  to  by  Mr.  Pitt  should  be  handed  back  in 
some  shape  or  form  in  mitigation  of  their  local  and  Im 
taxation.  He  thought  they  would  have  to  disabuse  themselves  of 
one  idea.  He  did  not  think  they  would  find  the  actual  outflow 
of  taxation  would  be  materially  less,  but  they  would  gain  in 
important  exemptions  for  the  benefit  of  every  class  in  the  com- 
munity. It  was  a  moderate  and  fair  request,  and  one  which 
Parliament  could  not  refuse. 

A    MOMENTOUS   QUESTION. 

The  question  that  they  had  met  to  go  into  was  a  momentous  one, 
and  it  was  quite  possible  they  might  be  met  with  Ministerial 
stubborness  and  by  official  obstinacy.  He  hoped  and  prayed 
that  no  statesman,  if  he  called  himself  a  statesman,  in  their  sister 
island  was  of  the  way  of  thinking  of  trying  to  stop  the  movement. 
If  there  were  such  statesmen  inclined  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
"  peace  with  honour,"  he  would  ask  them  to  pause  and  think 
solemnly  and  seriously  of  what  a  nation  could  do— a  nation  such 
as  a  united  Ireland  could  do  when  justice  guided,  and  her  welfare 
and  very  life  depended  upon  the  result,  possibly,  of  that  contest. 
He  did  not  want  to  use  words  that  might  be  misinterpreted,  but 
he  felt  so  deeply  upon  that  great  question  that  he  would  like  to 
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drew  attention  to  •  »at  sometimes  history  repeated 

and  an  obstinate  statesman  and  cruel  taxation  lost  to  England  her 

i  States.    He  hoped,  and  every  • 

x>m  mu  at  Cork  might  never  have  to  follow  the 

example  of  Boston  •  was  necessary  they  would  be 

because  they  had  justice  on  their  si<ic.  -y  had  justice 

would  be  right  in  adopting  any  means  they 
-wer  to  heal  that  sore  that  was  sapping  the  very  life 
blood  of  the  country,  and  WAS  forcing  from  Ireland  and  her  shores 
those  who  shouUl  contribute  to  her  commerce,  to  her  a. 

«:  peoples  of  the  world. 

MAS  LOUGH  said  he  noticed  that  the  Bishop  of  Cork  got 
urc  two  a  :  lliuns  into  his  head,  but  he  would 

re  occurred  only  in  the  minority  Report 
of  the  Co  ,  and  that  it  did  not  appear  in  the  all-imp 

document  which  would  be  one  of  the  most  important  contributions 
to  the  history  of  Ireland  that  had  ever  been  made,  and  that  was  in 
the  short  Report  signed  by  eleven  out  of  the  Commis- 

sioners. 

THE   MEASURE  OP 


Let  them  not  pin  themselves  to  two  and  three-quarter  millions, 
for  the  reason  that  the  Report  only  went  up  to  the  jist  March, 
1894.  Two  years  had  passed  since  then.  Another  year  would 
be  completed  on  the  3151  of  next  March,  and  while  they  were 
talking  the  system  was  going  on,  and  .£600,000  had  already  been 
added  to  the  taxes  in  the  two  years  that  had  pasted  since  the 
Report  was  signed.  Therefore,  he  would  say,  let  them  keep  to 
principles,  and  not  deal  with  the  exact  figures,  which  varied  from 
•  >  day.  He  had  spoken  of  the  increase  in  the  two  years  that 
elapsed,  but  let  him  ask  what  were  they  doing  during  the 
year  1896  in  Parliament?  They  were  reducing  the  taxes  of 
tain  at  the  expense  of  the  Irish  people.  What  relief 
came  to  Ireland  from  their  efforts  in  the  year  1896?  Not  a 
scintilla.  He  need  not  ask  them  whether  there  had  been  any 
bounding  prosperity  in  the  country  during  the  last  three  years  that 
would  justify  such  a  tragic  increase  in  the  taxation.  He  said  there 
was  not  The  population  had  continued  to  decrease,  probably 
60,000  or  70,000  jv  >suc  of  the  Report,  while  the  taxation 

•erhaps,  increased  by  ,£600,000  or  ,£800,000  more.  The 
Report  said  that  while  the  taxation  of  Ireland  was  one-eleventh. 
the  taxable  capacity  was  not  placed  at  more  than  one-twentieth. 
Some  placed  it  at  one-thirty-sixth,  but  he  would  go  to  the  length 
of  saying  that  probably  it  was  not  moie  than  one  in  sevt 

THE  GROWTH   OF  TAXATION. 

ig  the  pre-Union  period  the  tixes  wcie  never  more  than 
93,  per  head;  but  during  the  rin>t  period  of  forty  yean  that 
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followed  the  Act  of  Union  it  incre.ised  to  17  d,  and  up 

to  1845  the  tax  was  not  more  than   lys.  for  all  purposes.     In 

1820  the  t  <1  was  only  one-fifth  of  what 

in  (.;  In  1837,  the  beginning  of  the  Que< ; 

the  taxes  paid  in  Ireland  was  only  one-fourth  per  head  ofwh.it  it 

To-day  in  Great  Britain  the  total  tax 

705.  per  head.     Suppose  they  in  Ireland  paid  the  proportion  that 
they  had  been  paying  for  one  hundred  years,  they  would  p.iy  one- 
fourth,  or  175.  6d.  per  head.    But  they  '->£*  125. 
So  that  in  the  last  forty  years  the  tax  had  gone  out  of  UK 
portion  which  existed  for  one  hun               rs.     But  while  tin- 
tax  had  increased  from  i6s.  to  525.,  the  English  tax  had  proportion- 
ately decreased. 

THE   CAUSE. 

He  had  lived  too  long  in  England  to  agree  with  Irishmen  who 
think  that  Englishmen  were  always  hostile  to  Ireland.  They 
not  a  bit  hostile,  but  they  did  not  understand  Ireland,  and  the 
one  point  on  which  they  failed  most  to  understand  it  was  the 
poverty  of  the  country.  Englishmen  were  accustomed  to  t  he- 
richest  country  in  the  world,  and  they  could  not  imagine  the 
struggle  for  existence  in  the  poorest  country  in  the  world.  It  was 
in  ignorance  they  had  sinned,  and  they  had  sinned  to  a  very  great 
extent.  There  had  been  only  two  changes  made  with  regard  to 
the  taxation  of  Ireland.  The  first  cause  was  that  a  certain  ratio 
in  Great  Britain  was  established,  but  they  established  the  wrong 
ratio.  They  only  took  1799  anc^  1800,  and  they  assumed  that  the 
conditions  that  existed  then  would  continue  to  exist.  That  im- 
plied that  the  conditions  of  both  countries  would  always  be  har- 
monious. But  what  happened  was,  that  while  Great  Britain  wi-nt 
forward,  Ireland  went  backward  ;  so  that  instead  of  establishing 
a  ratio  that  would  be  corrected  from  year  to  year,  this  iron  ratio 
fixed  in  those  two  years  led  to  the  greatest  oppression  in  Ireland, 
while  it  worked  fairly  as  regards  Great  Britain.  The  second  great 
cause  was  equal  taxation,  which  between  two  countries  whose 
wealth  and  habits,  temperament  and  necessities  of  the  people  were 
so  different,  would  be  most  oppressive  to  one,  while  it  would  fall 
very  lightly  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  other. 

THE    RESULTS. 

Now,  while  taxes  had  been  doubled,  the  population  had  fallen  to 
half.  Englishmen  made  use  of  the  argument  that  the  smaller 
number  was  a  very  choice  lot,  and  that  man  for  man  it  was  really 
better  than  the  larger  population.  He  would  test  that  by  statistics. 
The  marriage-rate  was  a  very  good  test  of  the  happiness  of  the 
population.  The  marriage-rate  in  Ireland  was  the  lowest  of  any 
country  in  the  West  of  Europe ;  the  birth-rate  was  the  lowest. 
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The  only  rate  which  had  been  made  similar  to  that  of  England 
^  the  last  thuiy  years  was  the  death-rate.  The  high  death- 
Jtland  had  decreased,  and  the  low  death- 
ascd,  and  they  were  equalised,  so  th 
>n  had  been  achieved  between  tin-  two 
during  the  last  thirty  years  had  hal 

Great  .   and  had  doubled  in  Ireland.     Dealing  with  the 

y  100,000,  the  figures  were  :  —  Lunatic*  —  England,  335  ; 
land,  450.     Deal  and  dumb—  England,  40; 
Scotland,  52;  Ireland,  d—  England,  So;  Scotland 

i  1  5.     These  statistics  did  not  suggest  that  the  population 

become  more  healthy  and  vigorous  ;  on  the  con- 

trary, they  suggested  that  the  present  population  was,  man  for 

man,  a  good  deal  worse  than  the  population  of  forty  or  fifty  yean 

ago.     Then   kt  them  consider  what  the  classes  in  Ireland  had 


IMK  CASE  OF  THE   LANDLORDS—TAXES  AND   RENTS. 

The  landlord  classes  had  suffered  very  severely  by  the  increase 
of  taxation.  The  landlords  had  constantly  been  very  harshly 
treated  b\  •:.:.  They  had  been  told  that  the  whole 

Irish  crisis  was  due  to  them,  and  their  rents  had  been  compulsorily 
reduced.  Now  their  rents  only  amounted  altogether  to  ten  or 

;    millions,  but  the  taxes  were  twelve  millions.     Could  not 

.onestly  say  if  they  were  to  do  so  much  because  of 

:,  if  their  rents  were  to  be  reduced  and  their 

incomes  reduced,  why  should  not  the  Government  do  something 

also;  and  second  their  efforts  in  the  reduction  of  rents  by  reduc- 

ing the  taxation  ?     In  the  last  forty  years  rents  had  been  cut  down 

two  millions,  but  the  taxes  were  increased  by  four  millions      In 

ist  fifteen  years  one  and  a  quarter  millions  had  been  cut  off 
the  rents  and  two  millions  had  been  added  to  the  taxes.  The 
landlords  had  been  cheated  out  of  the  rewards  they  i 
expect  for  their  sacrifices  ;  they  had  not  seen  any  improvement  in  the 
condition  of  the  people  as  the  result  of  their  sacrifices,  and  they 
were  in  the  midst  of  a  similar  movement  to-day  —  rents  were  being 
cu:  dowp  again,  and  taxes  were  going  up,  so  that  neither  landlords 
nor  people  would  be  better  off. 

THE  CURE. 

As  regards  the  cure  for  this  stite  of  things  they  should  not  be 
.  to  make  mistakes  in  suggesting  a  cure.  He  was  glad  that 
Lord  Casiletown  had  lent  his  powerlul  support  to  the  reduction 
of  taxes.  I  he  other  suggestion  was  that  the  taxes  should  be 
collected,  and  large  abatements  be  then  made.  He  disagreed 
with  this.  They  should  be  constantly  fighting  to  get  the  surplus 
increased,  as  the  taxes  increased,  and  there  would  be  quarrels 
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amongst  the  different  classes  in  Ireland  as  to  who  should  get  the 
benefit  of  the  surplus.     This  suggestion,  to  which  he  - 
was  no  new  policy.     During   the  last  forty  years   the   int 
government  of  Ireland   had  increased  in  cost  by  four  millions. 
?     Because  constant  grants  had  been  made  to  the  country, 
and  constant  increase   in  expenditure  had  been  made  in  various 
directions.     But  how  had  the  country  prospered  during  that  time  ? 
It  had  gone  to   rack  and  ruin.     The  four  millions  had  not  pro- 
moted the  welfare  of  the  country,  and  people  ought  to  hi 
before  they  went  further  in  the  same  direction.     Again,  ^400,000 
r  was  returned  for  Imperial  taxes  to  decrease  local  rates,  but 
local  rates  had  gone  up  more  rapidly   since  1890,  when    ; 
gr.ints  began,  than  they  ever  did  before.     If  the  suggestion  lie  con- 
demned were  adopted,  Irishmen  would  be  insulted  in  Parliament 
the  cry  of  "  More  plunder  for  Ireland."     He  said  that  if  the 
discussions  on  that  question  went  on  in  the  spirit  displayed  at  that 
meeting,   if  the  suggestions  were    unselfish  and   from    a    broad 
national  point  of  view,  and  if  all  classes  stood  united  as  they 
united  at  that  meeting,  then  the  people  would  press  a  claim  which 
was  founded  on  such  a  solid  basis  of  justice  that  no  Govern 
would  be  strong  enough  to  refuse  it. 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 

Sir  GEORGE  COLTHURST  (Unionist),  proposed — 

i;it  we  call  on  the  Irish  Parliamentary  representatives  of 
all  shades  of  political  opinion  to  give  to  the  question  of  the 
excessive  taxation  of  Ireland  the  prominence  which  the  importance 
deserves,  and  to  press  it  as  a  united  national  demand." 

He  said  there  was  not  a  single  Irishman  who  had  the  interests  of 
his  country  at  heart  who  would  refuse  to  endorse  that  resolution, 
and  he  thought  he  might  include  the  present  Chief  Secretary  in  the 
statement.  Every  Government  that  assumed  the  reins  of  office 
in  this  country,  and  every  Chief  Secretary,  always  prefaced  their 
entry  into  office  by  the  statement  that  they  were  "  prepared  to 
pursue  a  generous  policy."  And,  when,  emboldened  by  that 
specious  preface,  a  deputation  approached  the  Chief  Secretary  on 
such  a  question  as  technical  education,  or  the  development  of  the 
resources  of  the  country,  by  bringing  to  the  most  necessitous  dis- 
tricts the  advantage  of  railway  communication,  his  answer  was 
always  the  same.  He  was  brimful  of  sympathy  and  touched  by 
the  request  made  ;  he  admitted  even  the  justice  of  their  demand, 
but,  poor  man,  the  spirit  was  willing  but  the  flesh  was  weak. 
Cribb'd,  cabin'd,  and  confin'd  by  the  prominent  officials  of  the 
Treasury  he  could  only  give  them  his  sympathy,  and  nothing 
more.  And  the  generosity  which  he  promised  was  too  often  apt 
to  become  a  vicarious  one,  and  to  consist  almost  entirely  of  taking 
a  pound  out  of  the  pocket  of  one  class  in  the  country  and  putting 
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five  shillings  in  the  pocket  of  anothr  .ought  the  position 

of  Member!  of  P.  ;. resent   moment  was  one  for 

v,  because  they  had  for  the  first  time  almost 
the  country  been  given  a  golden  opport 
all  knew  that  there  was  a  '  >caflairs  of  men  which, 

taken  at  the  flood,  leads  on  to  fortune,"  and  now  was  their  chance, 
•vas  not  an  Irishman  who  cared  one  bit  for  the  welfare  of 
his  country  who  would  not  back 

M  1*.  (Nationalist),  in  seconding  the  resolution 
said  that  during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  the  Government 
Mtcd— tl .  efeated  in  the  House  of  Commons 

and  they  were  defeated  in  the  House  of  Lords.  They  were  defeated 
in  the  I  louse  of  Commons  by  the  Irish  members,  and  they  were 
defeated  in  the  House  of  Lords  by  the  Irish  peers.  They  could 
draw  the  moral  from  that. 

CAPTAIN  DONELAN,  M.P.  (an  Irish  Whip),  in  supporting  the 
resolution,  said — Irish  protests,  I.  ^  and  however  just, 

invariably  received  but  very  scant  attention  from  every  British 
Government,  unless  these  protests  were  backed  up  and  driven 
home  by  united  and  determined  action  at  Westmin  :•  r  He  felt 
confident  that  the  party  to  which  he  had  the  honour  to  belong 
would  cordially  confederate  with  the  other  Irish  parties  in  order  to 
ivour  to  secure  some  such  system  or  concerted  and  combined 
action.  If  a  combination  of  Irish  members  was  formed,  pledged 
to  act  together  on  that  question,  and  pledged  to  give  neither  peace 
nor  quarter  until  their  demand  was  satisfied,  the  House  of 
Commons  would  soon  listen  with  deference  and  respect  to  the 
claim  of  Ireland  for  equal  treatment  and  fair  play  in  her  financial 
relations  with  her  powerful  partner. 

C.  BLAK  lite  Candidate  for  Cork  City)  supported 

the  resolution.  He  said  that  he  was  happy  to  see  Lord  Bandon 
there,  because  he  believed  the  more  men  of  his  class  associated 
with  the  other  classes  in  this  country,  the  better  it  would  be  for 
both.  He  (Mr.  Blake)  was  a  long  time  struggling  for  what  he 
saw  there  that  day,  and  that  was  unity  on  all  great  questions  that 
arose  when  the  nation's  credit  and  advantage  were  at  stake. 

ALDERMAN  DALE  (Unionist)  also  supported  the  resolution.  He 
trusted  it  would  be  historic  in  more  senses  than  one;  that  it 
might  prove  to  be  the  first  page  of  a  brighter  history  than  was 
ever  seen  in  this  country— the  beginning  of  a  time  in  which  men 
of  all  creeds,  classes,  and  political  opinions  might  meet  together 
.•vise  measures  for  the  good  of  their  common  country. 

JAMES  OGILVII,  President  of  the  Cork  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, ptoposed  :— 

"  That  the  Karl  of  Bandon  and  proposers  and  seconders  of  the 
foregoing  resolutions  be  appointed  a  permanent  committee  (with 
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power  to  add  to  their  number),  to  watch  the  progress  of  this 
movement,  and  to  *  n  as  may  be  necessary  to  ensure 

t  copies  of  these  resolutions  be  forwarded  to 
i  .ord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excru 
the  First  Ix>rd  of  the  Treasury,  the  Chin  ry  to  tile- 

Lieutenant,  and  the  leaders  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary  ; 

STANLEY  HARRINGTON,  Commissioner  of  National  Kdu- 
•  onded  the  resolution,  and  suggested  that  con- 

-e  representing  the  whole  of  Ireland  should  be  held  in  1  )ublin 
to  consider  the  subject. 

M.  I).  SAUNDERS  said  he  might  be  permitted  to  give  the 
opinion  of  the  O'Conor  Don  upon  this  point  He  had  written  to 
him  in  the  following  terms  : — 

"I  [aite  rec  with  your  views  as  regards  the  importance  of  the 
financial  relation  subject,  and  I  was  exceedingly  glad  to  see  that 
all  parties  in  Cork  had  taken  it  up.  I  think  there  ought  to  be  a 
representative  meeting  for  all  Ireland  held  in  Dublin.  At  present 
the  resolutions  should  be  confined  to  generalities  confirming  the 
views  of  the  Commission,  and  calling  on  the  Government  in 
general  terms  to  see  that  redress  is  granted.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  wise  at  present  to  enter  into  any  details  as  to  particular 
remedies,  but  still,  as  you  suggest,  there  could  be  some  organ- 
isation formed  to  keep  the  subject  before  the  public,  and  to  press 
for  the  redress  of  the  inequalities  in  taxation.  One  of  the  gn 
difficulties  before  us  is  the  magnitude  of  this  wrong  which  we  suffer, 
it  is  not  at  all,  therefore,  desirable  to  exaggerate  it." 

The  CHAIRMAN  said  they  would  add  Mr.  Lane's  name  to  the 
committee. 

The  resolution  was  then  adopted. 

The  Most  Rev.  Dr.  Browne,  Bishop  of  Cloyne,  having  been 
called  to  the  second  chair,  on  the  motion  of  the  Mayor,  seconded 
by  Colonel  Donegan,  a  vote  of  thanks  was  passed  to  the  Chair- 
man, and  the  Earl  of  Bandon  having  replied,  the  meeting  closed. 


SLIGO    BOROUGH    AND    COUNTY. 

THE  second  of  the  County  meetings  was  held  in  the  County 
Courthouse,  Sligo,  on  December  23rd,  1896.  It  was 
summoned  and  presided  over  by  Colonel  Cooper,  Lord 
Lieutenant.  "  The  attendance,"  according  to  the  reporter 
of  The  Daily  Express,  the  organ  of  the  Irish  Conserva- 
tives, "  was  thoroughly  representative  of  all  classes  and 
creeds  in  the  county ;  and  perfect  unanimity  prevailed 
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the  proceedings."    Amongst  those  present  were 

nant.s,  all  landowners  and 

the  body  of  Unionists  being  also  well  represented. 

The  :  of  some  of  those  present  indicates  the 

character  of  the  meeting. 


•n^i  those  present 

Phibbs,     :  nan   Collcry,    M  i 

Hiffgins,   AUlcrnw  .  Nelson,  Al< 

Nelson,  Alderman  Com 

Core  Bex  Chas.  W.  O'Han  <Jol.  Wood  II 

D.L.;    Root  A.   Duke,    I>  Campbell,   Major 

*,  Major  11    1  Robinson, 

•Col.  Coffey,  Capt  Gethin,  James  Hannon,  C.  A.  I 
Anthony  Coga  Cullcn,  Charles  Webb,  John   1.    Walker, 

as  Scan.  ;»cr    CampU-ll,    John    Bca:  mder 

hur,  Edward  Mulrooncy,  Arthur  Jacks  \N  hiukcr, 

Alex.  Lyons,  Charles  M  (Jcorge  T.   Pollex:  mder 

John  Keenan,  Thos.  Keating,  V. 
George  Mullen,  R.  Peltigrew,  J.P's;  R.  Whittaker  R.  M'Ncily, 

F,   Vcmon,  C  Davy,  C.    P.    Jones,  CE. ;    Very  Rev 
Shannon,  Adm. ;  Very  Rev.  Canon  lx>ftus,  P.P. ;  Very  Rev.  M. 
Qum  Ledoux,  Rector;  ken,  Rev. 

M.  Waters,  Dr.  M'Dowell  Valcirine  Dillon,  C.  P.  M'Kenzie, 
Denis  M'l.\nn,  Henry  Brennan,  P.L.G. ;  George  Simpson, 
Thomas  Simpson,  Rev.  Father  Hart,  Swinford  ;  Rev.  bathei 
Burke,  Swinford  ;  P.  M.  Henry,  Swinford  ;  Very  Rev.  P.  Staunton, 

John  O'Dowd,  Chairman,  Tubbercurry  Board  of  Guardians ; 
John     M'Laughlin,    Sooey ;    Michael     M'Hugh,     P.I 
M*Loughlin,  James  D.  O'Brien,  John  Keane,  J.P.,  T.C. ;  Peter 
Costelloe,  i'homas  Kilfeather,  T.C;  F.  Flanagan,  T.C; 

John  Hunter,  Roger  Davey,  Robert  Robinson,  Jeremiah  MOrthy, 
solicitor ;  Edward  Rowlett,  Charles  G.  Rogers,  Wro.  Frazer, 
ander  Gilmor,  Thomas    M'Loughlin,    B.  C.  MTeman,  Robert 
Boycrs,   Henry  Lyons,   Rev.   M.    Bailey,  Rev.   M.  Thompson, 
etc.,  etc. 

COLONEL  COOPER  took  the  chair  on  the  motion  ot 

ry  Gore  Booth,  D.L.,  seconded  by  Sir  Maltby  Crofton, 
D.L. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said  that  he  had  very  much  pleasure  in  presid- 
ing on  this  most  important  occasion. 

CASTLE   BOARDS. 

There  was  one  thing  he  hoped  their  representatives  in  Parliament 
would  not  be  put  off  with,  and  that  was  another  board  or  two  in 
Dublin.  A  Board  of  Agriculture  was  inadequate  to  meet  the  ne- 
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cessity  of  the  industries  of  Ireland.  They  knew  that  boards  in 
Dublin  were  very  nice  things  for  the  people  there.  One  or  two 
inspectors  would  be  appointed,  but  the  rest  of  the  country  would 
not  get  much  benefit  from  them.  They  had  not  got  much  benefit 
from  the  Congested  Districts  Board,  and  he  thought  that  if  they 
paid  their  taxes  willingly  they  should  get  back  some  money  in  aid 
of  their  K  >n.  As  he  believed  they  had  a  very  strong  case 

for  consideration  in  the  future,  and  perhaps  for  some  repa\ 
for  the  past,  he  hoped  no  strong  language  would  be  used,  for  it 
would  not  benefit  them  in  any  way,  and  might  injure  their  cause. 
He  had  received  several  letters  from  distinguished  persons,  regret- 
ting that  they  could  not  attend.     He  had  asked  the  Bishoj 
Most  Rev.  Dr.  Clancy,  who  kindly  agreed  to  propose  the  first 
lution,  but  he  had  been  called  away  by  a  sad  duty  to  a  late  friend 
and  colleague.     He  had  also  had  a  letter  of  regret  from  the  Most 
Rev.  Dr.  Lyster,  of  Ballaghadereen,  in  which  he  strongly  sympa- 
thised with  the  meeting. 

Mr.  B.  COLLERY  (Nationalist)  proposed  : — 

"  Whereas,  it  appears  from  the  Report  of  H.  M.  Commission 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  financial  relations  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  that  the  increase  of  taxation  laid  upon  Ireland 
in  the  years  1853  and  1860  was  not  justified  by  the  circumstances 
then  existing,  and  that  while  the  actual  tax  revenue  of  Ireland  is 
about  one-eleventh  of  that  of  Great  Britain,  the  relative  taxable 
capacity  has  been  ascertained  to  be  not  greater  than  one-twentieth, 
and  may  be  less ;  be  it  therefore  resolved  that  we,  representing  the 
taxpayers  of  the  county  of  Sligo,  at  a  public  meeting  specially  sum- 
moned to  consider  the  question,  call  upon  H.  M.  Government  as 
soon  as  may  be  after  the  assembling  of  Parliament  next  Session  to 
give  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  their  earnest  attention, 
and  to  take  immediate  steps  to  relieve  Ireland  from  excessive  tax- 
ation with  which  it  has  been  shown  she  is  now  burdened,  and  to 
make  some  equitable  arrangement  whereby  she  may  be  compen- 
sated for  undue  pressure  upon  her  resources  in  the  past." 

In  proposing  the  resolution,  Mr.  Collery  expressed  the  pleasure 
with  which  he  joined  this  meeting,  and  saw  Colonel  Cooper  pre- 
siding, surrounded  by  the  representative  men  of  the  county.  There 
were  several  Reports  made  by  this  Royal  Commission,  but  they 
made  what  was  called  a  final  joint  Report,  and  it  was  on  that  in  a 
great  measure  that  their  case  rested  Having  stated  the  purport 
of  the  several  reports,  Mr.  Collery  continued  : — The  income  tax 
was  introduced  with  the  statement  that  it  was  only  to  last  for  seven 
years,  and  in  introducing  it  Mr.  Gladstone  took  occasion  to  throw, 
as  it  were,  a  sop  to  the  Irish  people  by  wiping  out,  as  he  called  it, 
a  debt  of  four  millions  incurred  by  Ireland  during  the  famine 
years.  But  that  debt  of  four  millions  they  were  paying  very  dearly 
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v  nome  J3$  millions  of  money  which  Ireland  rod  iincc  paid 

he  spirits  of  the  Irishman  was  taxed  tot.  6d  a 

gallon,  while  the  Englishman's  beer  was  only  taxed  ad.  a  gallon, 

then  the  same  proportion  to  its  alcoholic 

strength  as  spirits  the  tax  should  be  over  is.  a  gallon.    He  regretted 

that  is,  Whig  and  Tory,  were  the  same  as  far  as  Ire- 

laml  was  concerned.    While  it  patted  one  section  of  the  community 

on  the  back,  the  Government  coerced  the  other,  and  between  them 

i.ilf  millions  per  annum  of  gold  out  of  Ireland. 

iis  question  he  hoped  all  t!  •  -.-preservatives  would  be 

1  as  one  man,  and  not  alone  that,  but  that  the  country  behind 

them  would  be  united. 

FREE  TRADE. 

The  English  people,  many  yean  ago,  introduced  free  trade  for  the 

purpose  of  fostering  their  own  manufactures.     He  would  not  ob- 

:  >  England  having  free  trade,  for  he  believed  she  could  not 

without  it,  but  she  should  have  given  this  country  some  equit- 
able arrangement  that  would  compensate  them  for  the  undoubted 
injury  wlw  h  free  trade  had  done  :sh  agriculturist  and  the 

jK-'ople.     If  Ireland  had  done  so  much  for  the  empire  abroad 

should  not  England  do  something  to  elevate  this  island  of 
ours  ?  He  believed  those  meetings  would  be  for  the  future  benefit 
and  interests  of  the  country,  and  would  bring  together  conflicting 
i  been  divided  in  the  past  by  England  for  its 
own  interests.  They  would  show  the  English  people  and  the 
English  TUmfs,  which  was  already  sounding  its  war-cry  against 
them,  that  they,  whether  Conservatives  or  Nationalists,  or  whatever 

or  creed  they  belonged  to,  had  a  common  interest  in  that 
good  old  land  of  theirs. 

i -TENANT-COLON EL  CAMPBELL  (Unionist),  in  seconding  the 
moti  1  not  believe  anything  would  have  induced 

him  to  appear  before  them  but  for  the  fact  that  on  a  late  occasion 
he  occupied  a  more  or  less  prominent  position  when  the  question 
of  other  relations  between  this  kingdom  and  Great  Britain  was 
under  discussion. 

THE   INCOME-TAX. 

He  diil  not  think  it  would  be  out  of  place  to  advert  to  the  first 
most  admired  And,  for  Ireland,  most  fatal  Budget  of  Mr.  Gladstone, 
introduced  on  iSth  February,  1853.  The  income-tax  was  first 

i  uccd  in  1 793,  and  was  a  war-tax.  Sir  Robert  Peel  re-intro- 
duced it  in  1842,  and  in  1845  it  was  renewed,  but  it  was  not 
imposed  on  Ireland.  Surely  in  that  the  fiscal  scpanueness  ot  this 
country  was  acknowledged  by  that  great  statesman.  Sir  Robert 
r.  Gladstone  in  1853  was  for  the  first  time  Chancellor  of 

xchequer,  and  though  he  had  a  surplus  turns*  I  •  hing 

to  curry  favour  with  what  was  then  called  the  Manchester  School 
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he  imposed  the  income-tax  upon  this  country,  hut  it  w.is  only  to 
be  for  seven  years.     The  Irish  members  then  said  tl 
out  of  proportion  to  their  ability — the  phrase  used  in  the  Art  ot 
Union.     The  solatium  that  w.ts  offered  by  Mr.  :ic  for  the 

Mtion  of  the  income-tax  had  already  been  referred  to  by  Mr. 
Collery — that  was  the  wiping  out  of  the  consolidated  annuities, 
which  would  have  wiped  themselves  out  in  from  fifty  to  sixty  years 

.  case.     And  for  those  four  millions  the  Irish  people  had 
since  paid  twenty-three  and  a-half  millions.     On  this  point  he 
would  refer  to  a  person,  probably  the  greatest  statesman — at  all 
ts,  of  the  Coi  Party — during  the  present  century 

.  who  on  two  occasions  opposed  this  liu-l-et — the  late 
Lord  Beaconsfield.  He  said — "That  if  the  income-tax  was  to 
become  a  permanent  item  of  the  finances  of  the  country,  as  he 
felt  sure  it  would  become,  was  it  wise  to  extend  it  to  new  cl 
and  countries  without  attempting  to  mitigate  its  injustice  and 
irregularities  ?  "  Surely  that  great  Conservative  statesman,  Disraeli, 
admittec  rhe  fiscal  separateness  of  this  country. 

LOCAL  LOANS. 

A  great  many  of  the  loans  from  England  to  Ireland  had  been 
unproductive  and  useless,  and,  in  any  case,  their  expenditure  had 
not  been  under  the  control  of  Irishmen,  and  in  many  cases  the 
mode  in  which  the  money  was  spent  was  the  subject  of  complaint 
by  the  Irish  representatives.  Those  who  had  anything  to  do  with 
corporate  bodies  did  not  imagine  that  they  had  made  any  great 
bargain  in  borrowing  their  money  from  the  Government.  A  case 
in  which  they  would  be  particularly  interested  was  that  of  the 
lunatic  asylums.  Until  1877  advances  were  made  for  building 
and  aiding  the  asylums  free  of  interest.  Now  there  was  only  one 
possible  way  of  borrowing  the  money,  and  that  was  from  the  Local 
Loan  Funds;  and  for  the  expenditure  on  these  buildings,  over 
which  the  local  authority  had  no  control,  the  amount  to  be  spent, 
or  how  it  was  to  be  spent,  or  where  it  was  to  be  spent,  was  all 
settled  by  a  central  body  nominated  by  the  State.  This  body, 
1  the  Board  of  Control,  arranged  for  the  whole  of  the  expen- 
diture ;  and  although  the  local  authorities  could  raise  the  money 
at  a  cheaper  rate  elsewhere,  they  must  borrow  from  the  Local 
Loan  Fund,  and  undertake  to  pay  3 \  per  cent,  not  merely  payable 
to  the  year  1912,  but  so  long  as  any  portion  of  the  loan  remained 
outstanding. 

UNITED   IRELAND. 

He  was  glad  to  have  the  opportunity  of  advocating  from  a  common 
platform  a  cause  which  would  seem  to  have  for  once  united  Ire- 
land. And  whilst  he  deprecated  strong  language  or  so-called  wild 
expressions,  he  would,  at  the  same  time,  firmly  and  strongly  insist 
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just  claims  should  receive  the  attention  of  the  Imperial 

Client— the  only  authority  competent,  in  bis  opinion,  to  deal 

with  »ccn  shown  by  this  Rc|x>rt  to  exist  in 

our  financial  relations.     He  trusted  that  it  was  not  too  much  to 

express  the  hope  that,  as  they  found  they  could  unite  on  this 

qucv  as  and  respect  for  the  feelings  of 

,  might  ere  long  provide  them  with  other  subjects  on  winch 

for  the  lasting  benefit  and  prosperity  of  their 

vc  land. 

resolution  was  carried  unanimously. 

Mi  JACKSON  (Unionist)  proposed  the  following  resolu- 

— 

Vhereas,  it  is  expedient  in  the  interests  of  all  Hattff  in 
Ireland  that  prompt  and  adequate  steps  shall  be  taken  to  give 

the  conclusions   of  the   Financial    Rcl. 

Commission,  resolved,  that  we  suggest  that  the  grand  jury  at  the 

>g  Assizes  should  appoint  a  committee  to  confer  with 

other  public  bodies  in  Ireland  with  a  view  to  establishing  an 

•n  in  this  country,  having  the  object  of  revising,  con- 

U,  and  directing  the  best  methods  available  for  inducing 

Majesty's  Government  so  to  re-adjust  the  incidence  of  taxa- 

in  this  country  and  the  financial  relations  between  Great 

n  and  Ireland  as  to  secure   the  relief  uf  li eland  from  the 

:  liable  burden  of  taxation  which  it  has  stated  she  bears  under 

ng  arrangements." 

DUTY  OF   UNIONISTS. 

The  speaker  said  it  was  because  he  was  a  Unionist  that  be 
he  had  a  right  to  attend  such  a  meeting  as  this,  and 
support  such  an  object  they  had  in  view,  for  his  contention  was 
1  inperial  C .  at  was  very  well  able  to  deal  with  such 

matters,  and  now  a  fair  occasion  T  that  had  an 

Contrasting  England  with  Ireland,  the  wealth  was  on  one  side  and 
v  on  the  other,  and  it  was  \  satisfaction  to  them 

to  be  told  that  they  were  only  paying  per  head  a*  much  as  was 
paid  in  England.     It  was  very  little  satisfaction  if  they  had  not 
the  means  to  provide  the  average  tax  which  had  been  levied  upon 
One  of  the  strongest  points  raised  by  a  member  of  the 
Commission,  who  drew  up  an  independent  report,  was  tha 
•  nine nt  would  never  agree  to  separate  the  treatment  o: 
inhabitants  of  one  pan  of  the  country  from  that  of  another. 

elusion  of  Ireland  in  the  modern  policy  of  taxation 
only  dated  from  1853.  And  if  they  were  to  be  bound  to  that 
policy  they  should  demand  a  much  more  increased  expenditure  in 
i 
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RATES   AND    THE   SPIRIT   DUTY. 

In  England  the  Government  had  passed  an  Act  of  Parliament  to 
>ack  a  portion  of  the  taxes  in  relief  of  agriculture.    He  would 
be  sorry  to  see  any  change  made  in  the  duty  on  spirits,  but  he 
thought  they  had  a  right  to  get  back  that  money  for  th« 
the  poor,  for  those  who  were  driven  to  that  state  l.y  laws  which 
might  be  very  well  for  England,  but  had  brought  Ireland  to  ruin. 
The  reduction  in  the  rents  of  the  Irish  landlords  ha«l  not  come 
within  a  million  of  the  increased  taxation  of  the  last  ten  years. 
.  EDWARD  ROWLETT  seconded  the  resolution. 

\\"M.  Mi  K  HI  1 1.  said  he  thought  the  resolution  did  not  pro- 
vide for  a  representation  on  the  proposed  committee  of  all  cl 
of  the  community.     He  thought  it  was  not  the  grand  jury  alone, 
but  all  classes  of  the  community  should  be  represented  on  the 
committee. 

Mr.  OWEN  PHIBBS  agreed  with  Mr.  Mitchell,  and  thought  that 
all  public  bodies  should  be  invited  to  send  representatives  to  a 
conference  in  Sligo.  He  did  not  like  himself  the  grand  jury 
being  introduced,  because  he  believed  it  was  only  representative 
of  one  class  of  the  community.  He  thought  boards  of  guardians 
should  also  be  invited  to  send  representatives. 

Mr.  JACKSON  proposed  to  amend  the  resolution,  so  that  it  should 
read,  "  a  committee  to  confer  with  other  public  bodies  in  Sligo." 

Mr.  BRENNAN  suggested  that  this  was  an  appropriate  time  to 
ask  Mr.  Sexton  to  come  back  again  into  Parliament,  where  he 
could  give  invaluable  service  on  the  question  of  the  financial 
relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

The  CHAIRMAN  then  amended  the  resolution  as  suggested  by 
Mr.  Jackson,  ?nd  in  this  form  it  was  carried  unanimously. 

On  the  motion  of  ALDERMAN  TIGHE,  seconded  by  Mr.  OWEN 
PHIBBS,  a  vote  of  thanks  was  passed  to  the  chairman  for 
presiding. 


DUBLIN   CITY   AND   COUNTY. 

Tin:  meeting  of  the  people  of  the  City  and  County  of 
Dublin  was  held  in  the  Round  Room  of  the  Mansion 
House  on  December  28th,  and  proved  a  most  remarkable 
gathering,  fully  representative  of  all  parties,  sections, 
classes,  and  interests  in  the  Irish  Capital  and  the  Metro- 
politan County.  The  City  meeting  had  been  summoned 
by  the  Right  Honourable  Richard  M'Coy,  Lord  Mayor  ; 
and  on  his  invitation,  the  Right  Honourable  Ion  Trant 
Hamilton,  Her  Majesty's  Lieutenant,  and  formerly  Con- 
servative representative  and  Unionist  candidate  for  the 
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County,  combined   with   his   Lordship  in   summoning  a 

:eprcscnt  bot  aid  County, 

co-operation  of  a  arcly  seen  acting  toj; 

• 

•iic  most  impressive  character.  wrote 

reporter  \  a  notable  gathering  asscmb! 

II    :  s  of  every  class  and 

cre<-  rrt.  '1  he  (l.ti^  was  crowded  with  men,  many  of 

:n  had  never  before  been  on  the  same  platform 
those  who  formed  at  this  meeting  their  most  earnest  sup- 
•ors.    Cit  all  degrees  and  leading  people  from 

the  County  Dublin  were  present  in  vast  numbers.      The 
\vdctl  with  ladies,  who  lent  the  grace  and 
influence  »>i  their  presence  to  a  scene  which,  as  one  of  the 
speakers  very  properly  observed,  will  become  historic 

At  a  qu  two  o'clock,  on  the  motion  of  His  GRACI 

Mos ;  i  Catholic  Archbishop  of  Dublin, 

was  taken  am  IX>RD 

^  Lordship's  r  :he  Most  Rev. 

•,  Protestajit  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  and  on  h 
Most  Rev   In    \\. 
The  Lord  Mayor's  secretary  (Mr.  Thomas  Kennedy)  read  the 

•  s  of  apology. 

LORD  ARDILAUN  wrote  :— "  I  regret  that  the  state  of  my  voice 

temp  i  me  from  public  speaking,  and  I  could, 

take  no  part,  but  I  fully  approve  of  the  movement  so 

Cur  as  I  understand  it.     I  feel  that  no  just  demand  made  by  united 

md  can  be  resisted  successfully  by  Englar 

.  mx  wrote  :— "  As  the  work  of  the  Financial 

ons  Commission  is  tht  now  under  consideration,  it 

appears  desirable  that  the  opinion  of  the  community  thereon  should 

be  elicited  without  the  on  of  argument  or  appeal  from 

e  who  exerted  himself  as  a  member  of  the  Commission.  For 

i  tended  to  convey  to  your  Lordship  in  my  former 

iat  if  it  were  supposed  I  could  be  of  any  service  in  seeking 

a  remedy  for  the  great  wrong  denounced  by  the  Report,  the  time 

for  such  co-operation  as  circumstances  may  allow  me  to  afford, 

would  arrive  at  a  later  stage  of  the  movement" 

»REW    JAMESON,  Governor  of  the  Bank  of  Ireland, 
.— '*  Engagements  which  I  cannot  now  alter  make  it  impos- 
sible for  me  to  attend  the  meeting,  but  the  object  and  success  of  it 
my  most  cordial  good  wishes." 
•  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  COLLEGE  OP  SURGEONS  wrote  :— 
egret  that  I  am  unable  to  accept  your  kind  invitation  to 
speak  at  the  public  meeting  over  which  you  are  to  preside  on 

o 
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Monday  next     But  I  am  in  sympathy  with  its  objects,  and  I  in- 
tended to  be  present.     I  hope  it  will  be  in  every 

JOHN  L.  SCALLAN  r  of  the   Dublin,  Wicklow  and 

Wexford  Railway  Company  wrote  :— 

"  It  is  indeed  a  welcome  thing  to  find  a  movement  in  Ireland 
in  which  Irishmen  of  all  ways  of  thinking  can  join.  They  have 
a  common  enemy  before  them — the  Treasury — which  has  always 
been  persistent  and  uncompromising  in  its  robbery  of  this  country, 
ba  '.My  Lords'  were  recruited  from  the  Tory  or  Liberal 
Benches.  I  hope  sincerely  that  on  their  part  Irishmen  will  be 
united  in  proving  that  they,  too,  whether  Tory,  Liberal,  or 
Nationalist,  can  be  equally  persistent  and  uncompromising  in 
dealing  with  this  implacable  enemy  of  their  common  country." 

The  HIGH  SHERIFF  OF  DUBLIN  CITY,  Mr.  J.  HUTCHINSON, 
wrote  — 

I  need  hardly  say  that  I  am  in  thorough  sympathy  with  the 
great  national  demand  that  is  being  made  on  England  to  i 

ystem  of  draining  this  country  of  her  impoverished  resources. 
Although  the  Financial  Relations  Report  only  goes  back  to  the 
time  of  the  Union,  the  money  drainage  of  Ireland  by  England 
has  been  going  on  much  longer.  In  1769,  when  Lord  Townshend 
was  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  he  was  one  day  riding  in  the 
Phoenix  Park  with  Sir  Hercules  Langrish,  when  he  remarked — 
4  My  predecessors  have  sadly  neglected  the  drainage  of  the  Park  ; 
it  is  in  a  very  marshy  condition.'  '  I  may  inform  your  Excellency,' 
Sir  Hercules  replied,  '  that  they  had  no  time  to  look  after  the 
drainage  of  the  Park,  as  they  have  been  too  busy  draining  the  re- 
mainder of  the  country.'  Since  then  the  activity  of  succeeding 
English  Governments  has  been  increasing,  and  it  is  time  that  it 
should  cease." 

Sir  JOSEPH  NEALE  M'KENNA,  ex-M.P.,  and  ex-Chairman  of  the 
National  Bank,  wrote  : — 

"  Permit  me  to  say  here  that  there  is  no  objection  which  can  be 
made  to  the  final  Report  of  the  majority  of  the  Commission  which 
it  will  be  easy  to  controvert  and  sweep  aside.  That  report,  which 
embodies  and  commends  Mr.  Childers'  Draft  Report,  is  impreg- 
nable on  the  figures  found  in  the  draft  and  in  their  own  reports, 
which  do  not  at  all  conflict." 

LORD  KILMAINE  telegraphed  from  Brighton — 
"  Regret  unable  to  attend  Convention  to-day.     Entirely  approve 
of  your  resolution   requesting    Parliament   to   redress    Ireland's 
excessive  taxation." 

The  Rev.  J.  J.  NESBITT,  M.A.,  chaplain,  Bethesda  Church, 
Dublin,  wrote — 

"  My  opinion,  which  may  not  be  worth  much,  is  that  it  will 
require  the  united  action  of  all  parties  in  Ireland  to  bring  the 
matter  to  a  successful  issue.  The  present  Government  has  meted 
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scant  courtesy  to  Irish  landowners.    If  it  (ails  to  recognise  its 
rcsj..iMM».ihtics  as  regard    Ird.ui.l,    re  !r  -v,    can    U    -.    .^M   UL  i 
found.    The  very  wave   of  feeling  which    placed    it  in   power 
>s  I  am  greatly  mistaken)  will  return  and  sweep  it  away, 
iher  Governments  it  must  be  made  to  realise  its  retponsi- 
.cs." 
Letters  were  also  received  from  Messrs.  T.  L.  Plunk t 

Kennedy,  and  :, 
lloses. 

The  LORD  MAYOR,  in  taking  the  chair,  said — Your  Graces,  my 
lords,  ladies,  and  gentlemen,  my  first  duty  is  to  return  my  most 
hearty  and  grateful  thanks  to  the  noblemen  and  gentlemen  who 
so  spontaneously,  loyally,  and  unflinchingly  have  co-operated 

i  making  this  meeting  a  success.     I  can  truly  say  that  the 
;  it  and  unanimity  displayed  on  this  occasion  by  peers  of 
the  realm,  members  of  Parliament,  clergy  of  all  dcnomii 


heads  of  the  great  banking,  mercantile,  and  trading  interests,  and 
leaders  of  the  learned  professions  of  law  and  medicine,  are  almost 

at  precedent  in  the  long  annals  of  our  ancient  city.  We  are 
all  assembled  here  to-day,  without  distinction  of  class  or  creed,  to 
protest  against  over-taxation,  and  to  demand  its  redress.  The 
stoppage  of  this  economic  drain  must  be  placed  in  the  fore- 

of  any  plan  which  has  for  its  object  the  material  prosperity 
and  well-being  of  our  native  land.  The  awakening  of  the  English 
conscience,  which  was  commenced  by  the  great  historic  meeting 
at  Cork,  has  called  forth  for  us  much  sympathy,  but  also  some 
insolent  threats,  which  latter  I  answer  in  their  own  words,  and  say 

•ve,  a  people  convinced  of  the  justice  of  our  case,  are  deter- 

1  to  firmly  thrust  aside  all  those  who  would  bar  our  way  to 


The    Right    Hon.    ION    TRANT   HAMILTON,   Her 

enant,  said  —  An  opportunity  is  to-day  offered  to  all  those 

.  cctive  of  creed  and  of  politics  who  are  identified  by  business 

or  interest  with  the  great  metropolitan  community  to  take  part  in 

one  of  the  greatest  movements  which  has  ever  nvetted  the  atten- 

of  the  public,  and  which  will  call  for  the  most  careful  and 

dispassionate  consideration  of  all  public  men. 

NOT  A  PARTY  QUESTION. 

.  of  the  most  prominent  representatives  of  each  political 
party  have  met  here  to-day,  not  to  debate  the  details  of  the 
Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Committee,  not  to  suggest, 
much  less  to  dictate,  the  manner  in  which  action  is  to  be  taken 
upon  the  conclusions  arrived  at  in  that  Report,  and  above  all 

-  not  to  assume  an  attitude  hostile  to  either  of  the  great 
parties  of  the  State;  but  to  press  with  unanimity  upou  the 
Imperial  Parliament  the  necessity  of  removing  injustice  where 
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such  injustice  has  been  proved,  and  to  give  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  one  of  the  most  important  documents  ever  issued 
from  Parliament.  It  must  be  remembered  that  we  raise  no  con- 

iatcvcr  \\.  r  political  party  in  Parliament, 

hope  do  any  of  the  different  politicians  in  this  country  SCUK 
party  -cs  in  taking  part  in  the  nunvment     But  \\ 

seek  to  enlist  the  sympathy  of  Parliament,  to  attract  tin 
of  the  people  of  England   by   urging  our  claims  for  legislation 
according  to  the  findings  of  that  Report  in  firm  but  in  i 
tones.     Nothing  would  prove  more  disastrous  to  the  cause  we 
have  in  hand  tnan  by  dictation,  or  by  exorbitant  or  untenable 
claims  which  could  not  possibly  be  entertained,  much  less  con- 
ceded, to  approach  those  politicians  of  both  parties  who  will,  I 

t  this  question  with  generosity,  and  with  an  earnest 
desire  to  act  with  justice.  This  Report  is  now  before  the  public, 
and  bears  overwhelming  proof  of  careful  labour  on  the  part  of 
the  Commissioners  engaged  in  the  inquiry,  and  that  public,  which 
cfully  watching  the  progress  of  this  movement,  will  be  jealous 
of  allowing  Parliament  to  accept  or  reject  as  it  may  find  most 
convenient  the  findings  of  the  Commission  which  places  on  n 

liberate  opinion  of  many  of  the  most  distinguished  financiers 
of  the  day. 

THtf   MOVEMENT    NOT   PREMATURE. 

Some  few  have  considered  that  these  meetings  are  premature,  and 
that  if  used  as  opportunities  for  exciting  subjects  and  for  the 
advocacy  of  preposterous  claims  they  may  hamper  the  action  of 
Parliament  in  giving  favourable  consideration,  as  far  as  lies  in  its 
power,  to  some  of  the  conclusions  in  the  Report.  But  in  view  of 
these  conclusions  and  the  exhaustive  nature  of  the  inquiry  which 
led  to  them,  I  feel  that  the  public  would  have  been  greatly  to 
blame,  and  the  different  leaders  of  public  opinion  would  have 
neglectful  of  a  great  public  duty  if  they  had  not  before  the 
meeting  of  Parliament  afforded  those  opportunities  of  eliciting  a 
general  expression  of  opinion  on  this  important  subject.  We 
would  urge  upon  all  when  considering  this  question  to  exclude 
entirely  the  many  political  fads  which  may  be  dear  to  their  souls, 
but  which  can  be  discussed  at  other  times  and  in  other  places, 
and  to  devote  themselves  diligently  to  this  task  of  placing  the 
Financial  Relations  Report  clearly  before  the  public.  We  must 
not  be  sanguine  as  to  any  early  result  to  this  movement,  which  is 
now  rapidly  spreading  'through  the  country,  but  I  believe  if  the 
conclusions  arrived  at  by  the  Commission  can  be  justified  by  the 
evidence,  and  if  your  claims  can  be  urged  temperately,  and  can 
be  based  upon  equity,  that  Ireland  will  undoubtedly  gam  material 
financial  advantage  in  the  future.  I  have  now  the  honour  of 
moving 


THE    I1RST   RR-SOI 

it  this  meeting  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  City  and  County  of 
dare   that  the  excessive   burden  of  Imperial 
taxation  on  Ireland,  disclosed  by  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  th  tl  Relations  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 

s  a  serious  National  grievance  affecting  all  classes 
community,  and  demands  th 

with  a  view  to  such  legislation  as  will  meet  the  just 
claims  of  this  country,  at  the  earliest  possible  date." 

GRACE,  ARCHBISHOP  LORD  PLUNKET— My  Lord  Mayor, 

your  i ; we,  my  lords,  ladies  and  gentlemen — I  am  keenly  a!: 
the  rrsju.  :iai  I  incur  in  seconding  this  resolution,  but  I 

he  first  place,  that,  without  solicitation,  I  have 
beenkim:  by  you,  n  dress  this  me 

and  secondly,  I  have  fully  satisfied  my  own  mind  on  the  question 
with  which  we  have  to  deal  this  afternoon,  as  one  which  does  not  lie 
within  that  region  of  party  spirit  into  which  it  would  not  be  right 
•  to  intrude  ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  that  it  docs  concern 
itself  with  questions  affecting  the  welfare  of  my  native  land,  with 
which,  as  an  Irishman,  and  I  hope  as  a  patriot,  I  am  bout 
have  sympathy.  Under  these  circumstances  I  feel  that  it  would 
be  a  cowardly  act  on  my  part  were  I  to  sit  upon  the  fence,  and 
were  I  to  shrink  from  a  duty  which,  it  would  seem  in  the  Providence 
of  God,  has  been  placed  directly  in  my  path. 

ABOVE  PARI 

B  said,  my  Lord  Mayor,  that  this  is  a  meeting  which  is  not 
about  to  deal  with  questions  of  pnrty.  1  hope  I  am  right  in  such 
an  assumption.  I  hope  we  have  all  come  to  this  meeting  to-day 
not  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  advance  the  interests  of  Home 
Rule  or  Unionism,  of  Landlord  or  tenant,  of  trader  or  consumer, 
but  for  the  simple  and  single  purpose  of  doing  what  we  can  to 

:e  the  welfare  of  that  dear  old  country  which  we  all  claim 
as  our  fatherland.  I  have  not  conic  IK  re  with  the  idea  of,  in  any 
way,  rekindling  those  embers  of  ill-will  as  between  Ireland  and 
England,  which,  thank  God,  as  I  myself  believe,  are  gradually 
dying  out.  In  re  have  been  in  the  past  many  things  of  which 
both  England  and  Ireland  ought  to  be  ashamed.  There  have 
been  on  the  one  hand  much  intolerance  and  persecution,  and 
upon  the  other  there  have  been  terrible  reprisals.  But  I  hope 
that  by  degrees  we  are  beginning  to  think,  that  it  is  time  for  these 
memories  of  the  past  to  be  buried  and  to  see  how  far  it  may  be 
possible  for  us  to  draw  near  in  the  days  to  come.  And  surely  if 

mdcr  any  circumstances,  was  desirable,  on  the  present 
occasion  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  revive  any  of  those 
memories  of  the  past,  because,  as  it  seems  to  me,  the  question 
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is  not  as  between  Ireland  and  England,  but  as  between  Ireland 
and  the  Imperial  Parliament  in  which  Ireland  is  represented,  and 
in  the  Legislature  of  which  Ireland  has  more  or  less  a  v 
That  being  the  case,  I  feel  as  if  in  this  financial  suit,  if  I  may  say 
so,  the  plaintiff  undoubtedly  is  Ireland,  but  the  defendant  is  not 
England,  it  is  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and  it  is  from  the  Im; 
Parliament  and  the  Government   of  the  day  that  we,  here  in 
Ireland,  are  to  seek  for  the  restitution  which  we  claim. 

THE  WRONG,    NOT   DELIBERATE. 

is  one  other  thought  to  which  I  would  like  to  give  ex 
sion.  I  do  not  wish  to  commit  anybody  else.  I  do  net  myself 
believe,  having  very  carefully  gone  into  this  question,  that 
although  an  injustice  has  been  done  to  Ireland  that  that  injustice 
has  been  the  result  of  any  fraudulent  design.  I  do  not  think 
that  either  at  the  time  of  the  Union,  or  in  1816,  or  in  1853,  or 
at  any  time  since,  has  there  been  any  conspiracy,  if  I  may  so  say, 
upon  the  part  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  to  act  unfairly  towards 
this  land.  Now,  there  is  no  one  here  who  believes  more  strongly 
than  I  do  that  an  injustice  has  been  done,  and  there  is  no  one 
that  feels  that  we  ought  in  no  way  whatsoever  to  relax  our  efforts 
until  we  see  that  that  wrong  is  redressed.  But  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  that  we  should  look  upon  that  injustice  as  having 
deliberate :  and  therefore,  with  all  respect  to  any  others  who 
may  differ  from  me  in  this  opinion,  I  do  not  myself  like  to 
hear  the  word  "robbery  "  or  "  plunder  "  used  in  connection  with 
this  question.  I  do  not  think  it  serves  any  great  use.  I  am  sure 
it  will  not  benefit  our  cause. 

THE  GOVERNMENT    AND    "THE   TIMES." 

There  is  one  other  point  upon  which  I  would  like  to  make  a 
remark.  I  do  not  think  it  wise  or  right  that  we  should  assume 
that  the  Government  of  the  present  day  have  resolved  to  take  up 
a  position  of  antagonism  as  regards  this  our  claim.  No  doubt 
there  have  appeared  articles  in  the  Times  which  have  been 
supposed  by  some  to  emanate  from  Government  quarters  ;  but 
for  my  part  one  of  the  claims  that  the  Times  has  for  admiration, 
and  I  for  one  do  admire  that  paper,  is  this,  that  it  takes  up  an 
independent  position,  that  it  watches  the  trend  of  public  opinion, 
and  that  it  is  at  times,  as  we  all  know,  open  to  conviction. 
Upon  reconsideration,  I  do  not  wish  to  be  optimistic,  but  I  do 
not  despair  of  the  Times.  In  any  case  we  have  no  right  to 
assume  without  further  information  that  the  Times  represents 
.overnment  of  the  day.  And,  therefore,  I  do  not  think  we 
should  at  the  present  time  assume  that  the  Government  are  in 
antagonism  to  us.  I,  upon  my  part,  am  sorry  when  I  find  any  of 
the  advocates  of  this  cause  indulging  in  aggressive  and  defiant 
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or  minatory  language.  I  don't  think  that  that  in  any  way  will 
help  our  prospects  of  success. 

THE   REPORT— SIR    DAVID   HARBOUR'S   ADMISSIONS. 

1  am  now  bound  to  explain  why  it  is  that  I  second  the  resolution 
which  states  that  there  is  this  national  grievance  of  which  1 
men  have  to  complain.      1  would  point  to  the  conclusions  that 
arrived  at  n  out  of  the  thirteen  surviving  members 

of  the  Financial  Relations  Commission.  These  were  arrived 
at  with  perfect  unanimity  : — 

M  That  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  must,  for  the  purpose  of  this 
inquiry,  t>  red  as  separate  entities.    That  the  Act  o(  Union 

imposed  upon  Ireland  a  burden  which,  as  events  showed,  she  was 
u table  to  bear.     That  the  increase  of  taxation  laid  upon  Ireland 
between  1853  and   1860  was  not  justified  by  the  tncn  existing 
nstances.     That  .  of  rates  or   taxation  does  not 

necessarily  involve  equality  of  burdens.  That  while  the  actual 
tax  revenue  of  Ireland  is  about  one-eleventh  of  that  of  Great 
Britain  th  _•  taxable  capacity  of  Ireland  is  very  much 

smaller,  and  is  not  estimated  by  any  of  us  as  exceeding  one- 
twent 

1  would  not  merely  rest  upon  that  statement,  which  was 
made  by  the  great  majority  of  those  who  were  appointed  on  the 
Commission.  I  would  refer  to  the  statements  made  by  Sir  David 
Barbour,  who  did  not  find  himself  in  a  position  to  sign  that 
doer.  He  arrived  at  the  following  results  : — Ireland 

should  have  the  benefit  of  any  saving  that  can  be  effected  in  the 

>g  costs  of  the  Irish  establishment  because  ;  Firstly,  the  pro- 
portion of  one  to  seven  and  a-half  fixed  at  the  time  of  the  Union 
tor  contribution  to  the  joint  expenditure  imposed  an  excessive 
burden  on  Ireland,  and  although  relief  was  given  in  1817  by  the 
amalgamation  of  Exchequers  it  cannot  be  determined  with  cer- 
t  such  relief  was  sufficient.  Secondly,  the  process  by 
which  taxation  was  assimilated  in  the  two  countries,  and  the 
changes  in  taxation  which  have  been  made  since  the  Union 
on  economic  grounds,  although  for  the  most  part  carried 
in  the  interests  of  the  whole  community,  did  in  practice  prove 
more  advantageous  to  Great  Britain  than  to  Ireland.  Thirdly, 
the  circumstances  of  Ireland  were  not  sufficiently  considered 
when  the  taxation  of  that  country  was  largely  increased  between 
the  years  1850  and  1860.  Fourthly,  the  economic  condition  of 
Ireland  has  been  very  unsatisfactory  for  a  very  long  time.  Fifthly, 
Ireland  is  under  the  Act  of  Union,  to  have  her  circum- 

cs  specially  considered,  and  as  the  weaker  partner  to  the 
Union  tt  presentatives  are  necessarily  in  a  minor 
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mcnt.     Ireland  ought  to  be  given  the  benefit  of  any  reason- 
able doubt  that  may  arise  in  considering  her  case. 

A   PLAUSIBLE  OBJECTION   ANSWERED. 

I  call  special  attention  to  that,  for  it  is  really  a  question  wh< 
the  treaty  entered  into  at  the  time  of  the  Union  has  been  faithfully 
observed  or  not  ;  ami  here  we  have  an  answer  to  the  pla 
objection  which  has  been  made  on  the  other  side.     It  is  argued 
rf  taxation  is  to  be  considered  not  inn-.-ly  in  reference  to  the 
responsibilities  of  the  individual  taxpayer,  but  in  reference  to  the 
taxable  capacity  of  the  country  as  a  poor  country,  why  should  not 

>urse  that  you  propose  to  adopt  in  Ireland  be  carried  on 
example,  in  Wiltshire  ?  I  say  an  answer  to  that  is  supplied  by  Sir 
David  Barbour.  There  was  never  any  treaty  of  union  entered  into 
with  Wiltshire,  promising  that  the  case  of  Wiltshire  should  receive 
special  consideration.  Wiltshire  did  not  suffer,  as  Ireland  suffered, 
from  the  introduction  of  free  trade,  and  Wiltshire  has  not  in  other 
respects  been  subjected  to  those  disadvantages  which  have  been 
brought  about  through  the  financial  policy  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment during  the  last  fifty  years.  It  is  certainly  beyond  question 
that  the  case  of  Ireland  is  to  be  considered  as  a  case  of  an  excep- 
tional character,  whether  as  regards  the  poverty  of  the  country  or 
the  social  or  political  problems  that  have  therein  to  be  solved.  I 
can  well  remember  myself  listening  to  the  debates  in  Parliament 
with  reference  to  the  Irish  Church  Act  and  the  Land  Acts,  and 
there  have  been  asked  questions  to  this  effect — if  you  disestablish 
the  Church  of  Ireland  you  will  be  bound  to  disestablish  the 
Church  of  England  ;  if  you  pass  laws  with  regard  to  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  you  will  be  obliged  to  pass  similar  laws  in  England. 
And  what  has  been  the  reply? — that  the  case  of  Ireland  is  an 
exceptional  one.  Well,  if  that  principle  has  been  carried  out  in 
cases  where  Acts  were  passed  for  the  benefit  of  a  section  of  the 
community,  surely  it  is  unfair  not  to  carry  out  that  principle  in 
connection  with  a  claim  that  is  made  by  Ireland  at  large  which 
would  benefit  every  creed  and  class  within  the  land. 

IS    EXPENDITURE   A   SET-OFF? 

But  Sir  David  Barbour  was  of  opinion  that  this  grievance  was 
more  than  compensated  for  by  the  excessive  expenditure  of 
Imperial  funds  in  Ireland.  The  answer  to  that  was  found  in  Mr. 
Childers'  report,  which  showed  that  this  set-off  was  really  a 
chimera  ;  it  showed  that  an  expenditure  that  happened  to  be 
made  within  the  geographical  limits  of  Ireland  might  not  be  for 
the  benefit  of  Ireland  at  all,  but  for  Imperial  purposes  ;  it  showed 
what  part  the  Irish  Church  surplus  had  to  play  in  providing  these 
funds,  and  that  this  claim,  when  examined  into,  would  not  bear 
the  light.  Mr.  Childers  showed  that  if  there  was  to  be  a  set-off 


cod  more  than  half  a  million  of  money,  as  against 

>*  of  excessive  tax- 
aad  a  right  to  complain.     One  of  the  points  <m  win. 

on  might  be  to  at  a  set-off 

again  >n  was  based  on  the  fact  of  the 

larger  amount  of  money  voted  by  the  Imperial  Parliament  for 
education  in  1 :  England  ;  and  I  would  just  observe, 

in  passing,  th.r  case  that  very  large  sums  are  about 

now  t  i  Kngland  upon  education,  the  amount,  if 

set-off  in  th.it  respect,  would  be  proportionately  decreased.     The 
was  that  he  came  to  the  conclusion  that  a  sum  of  two 
-•id  a-quar  amount  of  excessive  taxation.  •• 

s  a  reasonable  grievance  on  the  part  of  the  people  of 
• 

LORD   PLUNK rr/S   IDEA   OP  THE   REMEDY. 

is  one  point  to  which — though  it  is  not  one  of  those  ques- 

which  any  resolution  is  to  be  proposed— it  may  be 

allowable  for  a  speaker  to  express  his  own  individual  opinion.     It 

refers  to  the  method  in  which  Mr.  Childers  thought  it  would  be 

wisest  that  this  compensation  to  Ireland  should  take  shape.     He 

speaks  of  three  different  forms  in  which  this  might  be  carried  out, 

»r  my  own  part,  I  am  fully  disposed  to  agree  with  him  in  the 

concl  which  he  arrives.     He  says — "  The  third  method, 

vhich  most  strongly  recommends  itself  to  our  judg: 
is  to  give  compensation  to  Ireland  by  making  an  annual  allocation 
of  revenue  in  her  favour,  to  be  employed  in  promoting  the  ma 
prosperity  and  social  welfare  of  the  country.    It  has  been  seen  that 
he  necessary  adjustment,  deducting  a  set-off  of  half- 
a- million  from  the  excess  of  two  millions  and  three-quarters  a  year, 
is  represented  by  an  annual  sum  of  two  and  a-quarter  millions." 
And  then  he  adds — "Apart  from  the  claim  of  Ireland  to  special 

r  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
Union,  and  on  the  ground  that  she  has  been  for  many  years,  and 

-.  contributing  towards  the  public  revenue  a  share  mu 
excess  of  her  relative  taxable  capacity,  we  think  that  Great  Britain, 
as  a  manufacturing  and  trading  country,  would,  in  the  course  of 
time,  be  amply  repaid,  by  the  increase  in  prosperity  and  purchasing 
power  of  1  i  >r  any  additional  burdens  which  this  annual 

.•ht  involve/'    I  merely  wish  to  say,  in  passing, 
know  there  are  others  who  en 

n  on  the  subject,  th.r  form  in  which  I  personally 

see  the  compensation  awarded — I  hope  it  will  be — to 
Ireland,  to  take  shape, 

:«. 

And  now  1  r  thought  to  which  I  would  give 

expression,  and  it  is  this.    I  believe,  my  Lord  Mayor,  that 
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meeting  marks  an  era  in  the  history  of  Irish  National   li:         ! 
I  has  been  D  the  history  of  Inland  when 

Irishmen  of  all  creeds  and  all  political  opinions  haw  shown  tin  in 
selves  more  ready  than  now  to  meet  together,  and  put  aside  lor  the 
time  being  th  nces,  to  combine  and  to  co-opera u  for  the 

purpose  of  advancing  the  welfare  of  their  common  native  land.  I 
know  it  has  been  said  in  some  of  the  organs  of  the  Knglish 

1  these  remarks,  no  doubt,  are  very  irritating,  and  call  for 
some  patience  on  .our  part — that  Irishmen  will  be  found  to 

.    readily  for  every  purpose  except   that   which   would 

ve  the  necessity  of  an  effort  to  help  themselves  ,  that  when 
there  is  something  to  be  grabbed  from  others  they  will  then  come 

her  with  the  greatest  alacrity.    Well,  I  only  wish  that  whoever 
wrote  that  article  had  been  present  at  some  of  the  meetings  that  I 

had  the  privilege  of  attending — some  of  them  within  thi 
Mansion  House,  my  lords.  He  would  have  found  that  Irishmen 
are  at  the  present  moment  meeting  from  time  to  time  for  purposes 
which  involve  sacrifices  upon  their  own  parts,  and  for  purposes 
which  have  for  their  object  the  common  welfare  of  their  native 
land.  I  do  believe  that  at  the  present  time  the  cleavage  be; 
parties — whether  religious  parties  or  political  parties — in  England 
is  very  much  greater  than  it  is  in  this  land.  I  hold  that  opinion 
very  strongly,  and  I  have  had  occasion  to  go  very  often  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  sister  island.  Well,  if  I  wan 
prove  this,  there  are  many  associations  to  which  I  could  point ; 
but  I  would  just  point  to  t^ro  at  the  present  moment,  and  I  don't 
point  to  them  with  the  view  of  exalting  them  above  any  other 
organisations  which  have  been  formed  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose 
of  advancing  the  prosperity  of  the  country,  but  because  they  tend 
to  show  exactly  the  meaning  of  what  I  have  to  say. 

TWO    IRISH    ASSOCIATIONS   THAT   SHOW   THE    UNION   OF   CLASSES. 

I  speak  of  the  Recess  Committee,  and  of  those  who  upon  that 
Committee  have  worked  together  harmoniously  for  what  they 
believe  to  be  the  interest  of  their  common  country.  Now,  what  is 
it  that  that  Committee  has  disclosed  ?  It  has  reported  to  us  that 
in  almost  every  other  country  in  the  world  very  large  grants  are 
made  towards  the  advancement  of  the  agricultural  interests  of  the 
land  ;  and  it  has  also  shown  that  those  grants  are  made  only  in 
those  cases  where  there  is  some  local  organization  through  u  hich 
those  grants  can  be  profitably  used.  Now  there  is  another 
association — the  Agricultural  Organisation  Committee— which  has 
been  for  some  years  preparing  the  ground.  Already  something 
aoout  one  hundred  and  fifty  different  local  organisations  have  been 
formed  throughout  the  country.  Therefore,  we  have  here  the 
report  of  one  ot  those  organisations  telling  us  that  grants  are  made 
in  those  lands  where  local  organisations  are  to  be  found ;  wnilst 
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through  the  operations  of  the  other  society  we  have  proof  that  such 
organisations  not  only  can  be  formed  here  in  Ireland,  but  have 
to  a  great  extent  already  found  place.  All  that  is  wanting  now 
is  that  there  should  be  tome  fund  from  which  such  grants  might 
be  made ;  and  it  does  seem  to  me  that  here  at  least  is  an  op- 
portunity whereby  some  part  at  least  of  the  compensation  which 
I  hope  will  be  granted  to  Ireland  might  be  profitably  employed. 

AN    OPPORTUNITY   FOR   ENGLISH   STATESMEN. 

k  it  is  a  great  opportunity  to  any  statesman  at  the  present 

who  really  wishes  to  carry  out  that  which  has  been  the  am- 

i  of  so  many  statesmen  in  the  past,  and  that  is,  to  draw 
closer  together  the  tics  which  connect  the  sister  country.  I  for 
my  part  do  not  despair  but  that  such  a  statesman  may  be  found 
—someone  with  courage— someone  who  can  sympathise  with  the 
needs  of  this  country,  and  who  can  understand  her  wants.  I 
.e  that  we  ought  not  to  despair  of  finding  someone  who 

i  thus  be  ready,  whether  in  the  present  Government  or 
in  any  Government  that  may  follow  it,  to  lead  the  way.  But,  in 
the  meantime,  if  there  is  to  be  a  statesman  who  will  thus  under- 

our  needs  and  will  thus  seize  upon  his  own  opportunity,  it 
becomes  us  to  provide  for  him  the  materials  whereby  he  may  be 
helped  in  carrying  out  this  good  object ;  it  becomes  us  to  supply 

ith  information  ,  and,  above  all,  it  becomes  us  to  show— -as, 
I  trust,  we  are  at  the  present  time  making  it  clear  in  this  meeting 
— that  any  statesman  who  will  take  up  this  question,  and  who  will 
really  try  to  restore  to  Ireland  that  which  it  has  a  right  to  • 

ivea  united  Ireland  at  his  back. 

The  O'CONNOR  DON,  Her  Majesty's  Lieutenant  for  the  County 
Roscommon,   and  Chairman  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
Relations  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  said : — My  Lord 
>r,  my  Lords  and  Genilemen — 

A    PERSONAL  QUESTION. 

i  first  asked  to  attend  a  public  meeting  in  connection  with 
the  Report  of  the  late  Financial  Commission  I  had  some  doubts 

er  my  personal  connection  with  that  body  might  not  be 
raised  as  an  objection  to  my  doing  so.  A  little  consideration, 
however,  convinced  me  that  the  fact  of  my  having  been  a  member 
of  that  Commission  should  not  debar  me  from  exercising  my 
rights  as  an  inhabitant  of  the  County  of  Dublin,  or  prevent  me 
from  taking  part  in  an  endeavour  to  make  the  Commission  fruit- 
ful for  good.  The  Commission  is  over,  we  have  given  in  our 
reports,  we  are  again  free  men,  and  consequently  there  can  be 
nothing  irregular  in  our  endeavouring  to  form  public  opinion  on  a 

t  with  which  we  ought  at  least  to  be  somewhat  fanui.tr.     In 

>sing  you  to-day  I  do  not,  however,  intend  to  weary  you  with 


.J4  <>/ 

piles  of  figures,  or  to  ask  you  to  devote  your  attention  to 
details  founded   upon  arithmetic.       I    \unil<i 

rks  to  questions  of  principle,  for  if  the  principle  be  ac« 
I  have  no  fear  that  the  figures  will  fail  to  do  the  r« 

WHAT   THE   COMMISSION    HAS   PROVED. 

Before  entering  on  these  principles  I  nu 

out  what  the  Commission  has  accomplished.     I  would  say  it  has 
undoubtedly  proved  the  following  facts: — First,  that   : 
Union  placed  upon  Ireland  a  burden  which  events  sh<>\\ 
was  unable  to  bear.     Second,  that  the  resources  of  Ireland,  as 
contrasted  with  those  of  Great  Britain,  are  at  present,  and 
been  for  a  long  time,  much  more  heavily  taxed.     These  two 
were  not  disputed  by  any  member  of  the  Commission,  andn< 
single  witness  examined  before  us  attempted  to  refute  them .   < 
a  little  further,  all  the  Commissioners  except  one  admitted  that, 
contrasting  the  taxable  capacity  of  the    two  coun  md's 

proper  proportion  of  contribution  to  revenue  could  not  exceed 
one-twentieth  of  that  of  Great  Britain,  while  her  taxation  amounted 
to  one-eleventh.     This  fact  also  was  not  disputed  by  any  of  the 
witnesses,  and  was  admitted  explicitly  and  clearly  by  the  chief 
financial  experts  who  gave  evidence  before  us.     Applying  these 
proportions  to  the  figures  supplied  to  us,  a  short  sum  in  arithi 
would  show  on  this  basis  an  over  taxation  of  Ireland  to  the  c 
of  about  three  millions  a  year.     When  we  remember  that  am 
the  Commissioners  were  such  men  as  Mr.  Childers,  Lord  I 
Lord  Welby,  Mr.  Currie,  and   Professor  Hunter — all  men  of  the 
highest  financial  ability,  it  would  be  presumption  to  assume  th.it 
their  conclusions  on  the  figures  were  not  correct.     These  co 
sions  are  conclusions  as  to  facts,  and  do  not  depend  upon  a  i; 
political  bias,  or  whether  he  arrived  at  them  in  connection  v.ith 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  or  any  other  Bill,  as,  if  honestly  arrived  at 
they  must   always  remain  the  same.     It  is  not,  however,   with 
respect  to  these  facts  that  the  verdict  of  the  Royal  Commission  is 
called  in  question. 

OBJECTIONS   OF    PRINCIPLE. 

No  one  disputes  the  accuracy  of  the  figures ;  no  one,  as  I  under- 
stand, alleges  miscalculations  made    by  these  eminent  fina 
authorities,  but  their  verdict  is  disputed  upon  what  are  called  cjucs- 
tions  of  principle,  and  arguments  are  raised  which  cut  at  the 
foundation  of  the  inquiry.      It  is  said  that   Great   Britain   and 
Ireland  are  now,  and  have  been  since  the  amalgamation  of  the  Ex- 
chequers in  1817,  one  country  ;  that  Kerry  and  Mayo  ar< 
that  country,  just  as  lancashire  and  Yorkshire  ;  that  taxatin 
now  practically  identical  and  common  to  that  country  ;  that  indi- 
viduals, not  countries,  are  taxed;  that  no  individual  in  the  United 


' 

gdoro  is  treated  exceptionally  on  account  of  the  place  where 
:  tea,  the  §m<  occo.  the  con- 

sumer of  beer  and  spirits,  and  the  paver  of  income  tax,  are  all 

is  of 

r  Scotland,  and  that  a  geographical  - 

in  u  a  heresy  which  even  such  names  as  I  have  mentioned 

.  *  an  argument  quite  familiar  to  me,  as  it 
was  raised  agu  rase  in  the  Committee  of  the  House 

of  Commons  in  1865,  of  which  Committee  I  am,  unfortunately, 
old  -  to  have  been  a  member.     Its  fallacy  has  be- 

peatedly  exposed.  Similarity  in  taxes  does  not  necessarily  pro- 
of pressure.  You  will  .•>  a  moment  by  an 
exam} :  It  1  r  m<  11 .!  I  nglandwcre  under  the  one  Government 
would  a  tax  on  tea  affect  both  countries  alike  ?  If  the  revenue 
were  raised  througi.  tax  would  not  nearly  all  be  paid  by 

a  tax  on  coffee  or 
wines,  and  nearly  all  would  be  paid  by  Frenchme: 

taxes  would  be  similar  over  the  supposed  united 

>n,  however,  was  appo: 

we  all  thought  that  this  argument  had  been  abandoned.  It  had 
been  abandoned  b\  :onist  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

•  onMiltation  with  his  colleagues  in  1890,  when  he  moved  for 
ppointmcnt    of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  "theequ 

i is  in  regard  to  the  resources  and  population  of 
Adorns."    It  had  been  abandoned  by  the  House  of 
:nons  which  accepted  his  motion,  and  which  ordered  the  pre- 
paration of  complicated,  difficult,  and  expensive  returns,  all  based 
on  the  assumption  that  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  were  separate 
tor  financial  purposes ;  and,  lastly,  it  was  absolutely  in- 
consistent with  the  terms  of  reference  to  our  Commission. 

THF  TERMS  OF  REFERENCE. 

Hut  it  is  said  these  terms  of  reference  were  drawn  up  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Home  Rule  Bill  of  1893,  and  were  dependent  on  its 
acceptance,  and  a  passage  from  our  report  is  quoted  to  i 
this.  .is  1  who  framed  that  passage,  and  am  primarily 

responsible  for  it,  I  may  be  permitted  to  explain  to  what  it  re! 
We  set  out  in  our  report  the  facts  which  I  have  just  stated  as  to 
the  action  of  Mr.  Goschen  and  of  Parliar.  1890,  and 

com  in;  to  the  terms  of  reference  to  our  Commission  we  thought  it 
well  to  mention  that  Mr.  Gladstone  had  announced  his  intention 
of  following  the  course  previously  marked. out  by  onist 

predecessors,  and  that  he  did  this  in  connection  with  the  Home 
Rule  Bill,  because  there  was  one  sentence  in  the  terms  of  reference 
i  was  reconcilable  only  with  some  Home  Rule  arrangement. 
That  one  sentence  was  the  one  directing  us  to  inquire  into  and 
report  on  "the  Imperial  expenditure  to  which  it  is  considered 
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equitable  hould  contribute."    This  sentence  in  the 

terms  of  reference  was  difficult  to  deal  with  without  r< 
the  fact  that  at  the  time   Mr.  Gladstone  consented  to  follov 
Goschen's  lead,  he  had  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House  a  Home 
Rule   Bill  which  left    the  question  of  Ireland's  contribution  t<> 
Imperial  expenditure  undecided  till  the  Commission  should 

report.     Such  was  the  origin  and  full  extent  of  the  pira- 

.  in  the  report  which  has  been  quoted  to  show  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Commissioners  themselves  the  inquiry  was  dependent 

lome  Rule  being  granted.     The  answer  given  to  this  point, 
an  answer  copied  from  Mr.  Childers's  report  and  adopted  by  Home 

rs  as  well  as  Unionists  on  the  Commission,  was  to  the  fol- 
lowing effect — "That  so  long  as  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  continue 
to  be  united  under  one  Parliament  it  is  in  our  opinion  impossible 
to  discriminate  between  objects  of  Imperial  expenditure  to  which 
Ireland  should  and  those  to  which  she  should  not  contribute," 
an  answer,  I  submit,  wholly  inconsistent  with  any  admissio 
our  part  that  the  inquiry  was  dependent  on,  or  owed  its  origin  to, 
a  Home  Rule  arrangement.  Moreover,  the  terms  of  reference  to 
the  Commission  were  not  secret,  they  were  publicly  made  known 
in  the  columns  of  the  Times,  and  of  all  the  other  papers  when  the 
Commission  was  appointed  in  1894,  and  if  they  were  founded  on 
any  wrong  principle  that  was  the  time  to  attack  them.  Mr 
Goschen's  statements,  the  action  of  the  House  of  Commons  upon 
them,  the  appointment  of  his  committee,  the  repeated  orders  of 
the  House  for  returns  which  could  not  be  obtained  unless  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  were  regarded  as  separate  entities,  and 
which,  even  if  they  could  be  obtained,  would  be  valueless  unless 
under  the  same  conditions,  were  all  matters  of  public  notoriety 
during  the  last  five  or  six  years,  yet  not  one  word  of  complaint 
was  raised  against  them,  and  repeated  references  were  made  in 
Parliament  and  elsewhere  to  the  fact  that  the  Commission  was 
sitting,  and  that  its  verdict  was  awaited  with  interest.  And  if  th.n 
verdict  had  been  the  other  way,  if  it  had  been  proved  that  Ireland 

•een  receiving  too  much  or  paying  too  little,  there  can  be 
little  doubt  that  this  objection  would  never  have  been  raised. 

IRELAND   A    SEPARATE   TAXABLE   ENTITY.      THE  AGRICULTURA*, 
RATING   ACT. 

Apart  from  the  similar  action  of  the  Unionist  and  Home  Rule 
Governments  in  regard  to  the  late  inquiries,  the  whole  history  of 
the  financial  relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  from  the 
earliest  times  is  in  direct  opposition  to  the  theory  of  an  indivisible 
country.  Never  since  the  first  connection  of  Ireland  with  the 
British  Crown  has  there  been  absolute  uniformity  of  taxation  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  and  all  late  attempts  to  approach  it  were 
made  in  contravention  to  the  spirit  and  words  of  the  Act  of  Union. 
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An  examination  of  the  speeches  of  Mr.  IMt  tod  Lord  Castlereagh 
i>port  of  the  Union  clearly  shows  that  they  never  fOtrHftn- 

should  <  to  the  Impcrul  rcvcr 

.'  r  j>rojx>rtiun  than  her  resources  would  justify,  and  even 
they  look. -I  forward  riroinate  taxation  in 

llritam  and  Ireland  they  assumed  that  such  indiscriminate  taxation 
would  be  of  a  character  that  would  equally  try  the  relati  i 
sources  of  both.    The  Act  of  Union  itself  contained  also  special 
provisions  for  the  separate  treatment  of  the  two  countries  even 
the  abolr  ...•  separate  Exchequers,  and  for  more  than 

••  cars  after  the  Union  this  separate  treatment  prevailed  in  the 
most  marked  manner.     It  was  not,  for  instance,  till  the  year  1819 
ic  tobacco  duties  were  assimilated.    The  stamp  duties  re- 
nt until  the  year  1842,  the  income  tax  was  not 
imposed  i.  car  1853,  and  the  spirit  duties  were  not  assim- 

ilated till  1858.     But  we  need  not  go  back  to  any  ancient  date  to 
prove  that    Great  Britain  and  Ireland    have  been  regarded  as 
separate  entities.    In  the  proceedings  of  the  last  Session  of  Parlu- 
we  have  conclusive  proof  that  this  principle  governs  the 
i  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when  he  finds  it  to  his 
interest  to  recognise  it     In  that  Session  a  bill  was  passed  dealing 
with  agricultural  depression.     It  was  represented  that  the  a^ 
tur.il  interest  had  suffered  much  during  the  late  unpropitious  years, 
need  by  large  percentages,  and  still  the 

farmers  were  suffering  to  such  an  extent  that,  unless  aided  out  of 

ublic  funds,  their  industry  might  be  extinguished.     It  was 

-resented  that  local  taxation  bore  most  unequally  and 

;  ly  on  real  property,  and  that  a  portion  of  the  heavy  burthen 

of  the  local  rates  might  very  fairly  be  borne  by  the  Impen. 

se  argun  applied  to  Ireland  as  well  as 

to  Great  Britain;  in  fact  they  applied  more  strongly  to  Ireland 

-v  an  agricultural  country,  and  agriculture  there 

had  been  declared  by  the  legal  tribunals  to  have  fallen  off  even  in 

a  greater  degree  than  in  England.     It  was  proved  before  our  Com- 

>n  that  whilst  the  average  reduction  of  rents  in  Ireland,  by 

process  of  law,  equalled  the  reduction    by  economic  causes  in 

the  reduced  rental  in  the   latter  country  was  now 

t  it  was  forty  years  ago,  and  that  it  was  only  the  increase 

t  imposed  during  the  intervening  period  that  had  been  taken 

off.     It  was  stated  by  Sir  Willi.im  Harcourt  in  the  debate  on  the 

^h  Rating  Bill,  and  not  denied  by  other  speakers,  thai  the 

rental  of  England  now  stood  as  high  as  in  the  years  prc< 

abolition  of  the  com  laws;  but  it  the  same  test  were  ap|>l: 

Ireland  the  result  would  be  very  different.     Again,  local  taxation 

il  to  be  less  oppressive  in  Ireland  than  in  Great 

'  he  set  off  largely  increased  manufacturing  indu  i 

and  wealth,  which  help  to  modify  its  pressure  in  England,  has  no 
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existence  If  Ireland  is  to  be  treated  as  one  country 

with  Great  Britain  and  •  are  merely  units  of  the 

same  country  containing  Voikshire  and  1 
case  more  strongly  requiring  equality  of  treatment  than  ii 
agricultural  depression  ?     Yet  how  was  it  dealt  with  by  the  j 
t  and  the  present  Government?     The  area  of  cult: 

millions  of  acres,  and  i 

pond;  .n  England  and  Wales  about  twenty  million 

in  Scotland  about  five  millions  ;  the  rateable  value  of  that  land  is 
about  nine  millions   in    Ireland,   against    thirty-three    millions  in 

.nd,  and  the  local  taxation  in  Ii  d  in  poor 

and  county  cess,  levied  upon  agricultural  land  is  probably  on 
of  the  amount  similarly  levied  in  England  and  Wales.     Under  the 
Agricultural  Rating  Act  of  last  Session  every  farmer  in 
and  Wales  is  entitled,  for  the  nex  \  c  half  his 

paid  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  and  the  cost  of  doing  i 
estimated  at  ;£i, 600,000.     If  the  farmers  of  Ireland  were  i 
on  the  same  principle  they  would  be  entitled  to  receive  ^800,000, 
or  at  all  events  half-a-million.      But  what  was  done  ?     The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  excluded  Ireland  altogether  from  the  bill, 
on  the  ground  that  she  was  a  separate  entity,  and  ahv 
*s  such  in  matters  of  finance,  and  the  ,£800,000,  or  half-a-million 
to  which  Ireland  would  be  entitled  if  she  formed  an  integral  part 
of  Great  Britain,  was  reduced  to  ;£i  80,000,  which  has  not 
appropriated  to  the  relief  of  agricultural  depression,  but  which  has 
been  what  they  call  "  ear-marked,"  or  hung  up  to  be  fought 
next  Session  for  a  number  of  different  objects,  most  of  which  should, 
without    this    grant    be    provided   for   out   of   the  public  ] 
Scotland,  on  the  other  hand,  though  dealt  with  by  a  separate  Bill, 
was  granted  not  merely  one-half  but  five-eighths  of  its  local 
tion,  although    it  was  universally  admitted  that  the  farmers  in 
Scotland  had  suffered  less  from  agricultural  depression  than  the 

is  of  any  other  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom.  I  will  not 
dwell  longer  on  this  argument,  but  will  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  far  more  specious  one  arising  out  of  the  alleged  restitu- 
tion to  Ireland,  through  expenditure  of  the  sums  collected  in 
excessive  taxation. 

IS    EXPENDITURE    COMPENSATE 

This  was  the  view  taken  by  most  of  our  valued  English  colleagues, 
and  was  put  forward  and  supported  by  the  Treasury.  They  ad- 
mitted that,  contrasting  the  resources  and  wealth  of  Ireland  with 
those  of  Great  Britain,  she  was  overtaxed;  but  they  said  this  is  only 
one  side  of  the  account ;  if  we  estimate  and  give  credit  for  what 
Ireland  pays  we  must  also  calculate  and  make  an  allowance  for 
what  Ireland  receives.  I  admit  that  there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  this  view,  and  I  am  not  at  all  sure,  after  a  more  care- 
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•ration  of  the  arguments  than  I  WM  able  to  give  at  the 

up  our  report,  that  our  differences  with  regard  to  it 

not  differences  of  detail  and  differences  as  to  facts  rather  than 

•  an  be  n 

•  Union  all  exjxrnditurc  voted  and  controlled  by  the  In. 
i  was  regarded  as  Imperial,  and  if  the  system  « 

\iht  all  such  expenditure  would  be  re- 
garded as  common  to  the  two  countries.    This  system  was  easy 
I,   broadly  speaking,  in  recognising  the 
re  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer  as  Imperial,  and  only 
what  was  derived  from  local  rates  as  local     But  this  system  has 
..:  years  received  serious  checks.    Inroads  have  been  made  on 
.tchequer  for  grants  towards  local  purposes,  and  it 
adhere  strictly  to  the  old  sound  fina 
•£  and  expending  of  public  money  should 
go  ha  ..it  the  same  public  body  should  be  rcspon- 

consequencc  of  this  it  becomes  necessary  to 
draw  soni  :  ween  local  an  il  ex- 

penditure other  than  that  of  the  sources  from  which  the  money 

ms  presented  by  the  Treasury  some  of 
our  colleagues  1  ceived  back,  through  the  cxj 

;  >r  local  purposes,  more  than  an  what  she  pays 

in  excessive  tax  I  shall  not  delay  you  by  pointing  u 

inaccuracies  contained  in  these  returns,  but  will  pass  at  once  t 

•Ivcd  in  the  argument  arising  out  of  them.    I  would 

.ition  of  order,  the  enforcement  of  the  laws,  the 

i  of  the  Imperial  revenue 

in  any  part  of  the  I  .  ingdom  be  regarded  as  other  than  of 

1  f  so,  upon  what  principle  can  it  be  so  regarded? 
^en  alone  that  are  interested 

s  country.     Ireland's  union  and  connection  with  Great  Britain 
is  too  close,  too  intimate,  to  be  regarded  as  a  matter  of  purely  local 
concern,  and  it  is  maintained  not  merely  for  the  benefit  of  Irish- 
i  Because  it  is  supposed,  and  I  believe  rightly  supposed, 
that  Great  Britain  is  dee  ic.l  in  it.     Not  only  is  it  Impe- 

rial in  its  essence,  but  it  is  managed  exclusively  as  Imperial  and  by 
the  Imperial  Parliament.     If  Ireland  had  a  Parliament  of  her  own, 
and  the  sole  responsibility  of  her  own  civil  government,  there 
.t  be  some  reason  for  regarding  the  expenditure  as  local,  but 
:  present  circumstances  there  can  be  no  justification  for  this. 
If  the  Irish  civil  &  ,  is  too  costly,  if  the  expenditure- 

is  too  large,  if  money  is  lavishly  wasted  to  carry  it  on,  who  is  to 
blame.    Certainly  not  Irishmen.    The  whole  of  this  extravagance 
here  be  extravagance—  >al  extravagance;  the  blame 

Imperial  Parliament ;  and  if  it  were  done 

away  with,  it  is  the  Imperial  Exchequer  that  alone  would  gain. 
Ireland,  no  doubt,  receives  benefit  from  the  expenditure ;  I  will 

E 
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admit,  even  more  benefit  than  Great  Britain  ;  but  if  Imp- 

diture  is  to  be  tested  by  the  relative  benefits  ci  ir«>m  it  by 

different  portions  of  the  kingdom  we  open  a  large  field  i 

endless  discussion.     Again,  the  collection  of  t! 

is  sur  iperial  concern,  and  if  these  and  other  items  were 

subtracted  from  tin-  Treasury  returns,  I  think  it  would  be  found 

that  much  of  the  so-called  set-offs  against  <  ion  would 

disappear.     We  are  quite  ready  to  admit  that  al 

of  the  Imperial  Exchequer  for  Irish  purposes  should  be 

as  local     How  far  these  grants  or  aid  towards  I 

Ireland  exist  I  do  not  undertake  to  say.     Mr.  (In 

them  at  about  half  a  million.     I  am  inclined  to  think  that  a  more 

minute  examination  of  the   figures  would  considerably  in' : 

um  ;  but  \  it  amounts  to  it  ought  to  be  accepted  as  a 

set  off.     A  clear  definition  of  the  distinctive  character  of  t 
payments  should  be  laid  down,  and  .  union  should  then 

be  made  into  accounts  to  ascertain  their  amount,  and  no  expendi- 
ture should  be  regarded  as  local  which  would  have  to  be  incurred 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament  if  Ireland,  through  any  change  in  the 
habits  of  her  people,  paid  less  instead  of  more  than  her  relative 
quota  of  taxation. 

NO   RETURN    IN    PAST   YEARS. 

There  is  also  another  aspect  of  this  branch  of  the  question.  Even 
if  we  admit  for  argument  sake  that  at  the  present  moment  Ireland 
receives  back  in  special  expenditure  an  equivalent  for  her  exces- 
sive contributions  to  the  revenue,  this  was  undoubtedly  not  true 
some  years  ago.  The  excessive  taxation  of  Ireland  had  its  < 
so  far  back  as  the  year  1853,  and  at  that  time  even  including  the 
expenditure  on  civil  government,  the  charges  for  local  purposes 
in  Ireland  did  not  exceed  two  millions,  whilst  the  Irish  contribu- 
tion towards  what  the  Treasury  calls  Imperial  purposes  reached 
the  enormous  sum  of  five  millions.  The  examination  of  the 
accounts  should  therefore  go  back  as  far  as  1853. 

THE   OBSTACLES  TO   REFORM. 

Don't  imagine  that  when  we  have  proved,  to  our  own  satisfaction, 
that  Ireland  is  overtaxed,  that  the  case  is  ended  and  our  labours 
done.  One  of  the  greatest  difficulties  in  our  way  is  that  our  case 
is  one  of  appalling  magnitude.  If  the  result  of  our  inquiry  had 
shown  that  Ireland  was  overtaxed,  only  to  the  extent  of  half  a 
million  or  even  a  million,  and  that  this  had  been  going  on  only 
for  two  or  three  years,  I  think  we  might  look  forward  more  surely 
to  the  removal  of  the  injustice ;  but  when  the  figures  leave  us  no 
option  of  placing  the  over-charge  at  a  small  amount,  and  when  it 
also  appears  that  it  has  been  going  on  for  more  than  a  generation, 
perfect  remedy  for  the  wrong  appears  almost  hopeless.  All  here 
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i  and  ulk,  but  that  *on 

ore  exaggerate  c  mark  rather  than 

that  would  lie  in  the  way  of  any 

ho  proposed  larg-  .-ease 

ttxat  '-he  predo  order  to   relieve   us. 

.;.:':»   ID  our  report  we  proceeded  on  the  assumption  that 

resources  were  not  more  than  or  th  of  those  of 

Great  I  am  far  from  admitting  that  this  proportion  is  the 

I  am  convinced  th  respective  resources  of 

...  countries  could  be  accurately  measured,  one  twentieth  is 

too  large  a  proportion  to  place  upon  Ireland ;  but  the  results  even 

te  are  so  far-reaching  that  I  hesitate  to  go  beyond  it. 

icve  also  that  the  more  moderate  we  make  our  case  the  more 

expect  amongst  our  own  countrymen,  and  I 

hat  we  are  now  discussing  is  one  on  which 

f  all  political  creeds  may  safely  join. 

THE    UNION   SETTLhM! 

Nearly  a  hundred  years  have  passed  since  the  Act  of  Legislative 

Uw.    Un  Act,  except  in  one  particular,  there 

was  no  provision  made  for  any  recognition  of  separate  entities  in 

-islation  that  was  to  follow.    There  was  to  be  one  Parlia- 

he  one  kingdom,  and  it  might  naturally  be  supposed  that 

.ws  passed  by  that  Parliament  would  be  common  to  the  whole 

a  .in.     From  this  general  rule  there  was  one  exception. 

y  provided  in  that  A  >  regard  to  finance  there 

should  be  scp.i  ment ;  separate  entities  were  recognised, 

separate  intercuts  i  several  years  it  was  provided  that 

.cm  should  be  of  the  clearest  and  most  d. 

Separate  exchequers  were  formed,  and  each  of  the*: 

separate  entities  contributed  in  certain  statutory  proportions  to  the 

common  purse.    The  Act  of  Union,  however,  did  not  stop  here ; 

ion  for  a  time  when  separate  exchequers  might  be 

no  longer  necessary,  and  it  then  laid  down  the  principle  that  the 

separate  entities  should  still  be  recognised,  and  that  special  abate- 

*  and  exemptions  from  taxation,  dependent  on  this  recogni- 

should  still  \>:  ring  the  same  hundred  years,  although 

no  provision  was  made  for  separate  treatment  except  in  regard  to 

finance,  the  existence  of  these  separate  entities  has  been  rccog- 

!>le  form.     Examine  the,  legislation  of  the 

Unit  .id  sou  will  find  that  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 

:ly  on  almost  every  subject.    Our  land  laws  are 

our  education  laws  are  different,  our  ecclesiastical  laws 

arc  different,  our  liquor  laws  are  different,  and  in   fact  everything 

!  recognition  of  two  separate  entitle^  the 
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one  called  Grt  :  and  the  other  called  Ii 

are  warned  by  a  distinguished  legal  ge  t  hat  if  we  rec<  > 

distinction  in  the  only  case  in  which  we  arc  directed  \>\ 
Act  of  Union  to  recognise  it,  he  can  conceive  nothing  more  detri- 
mental to  the  position  of  Unionists. 

NO    i  s  OR  JBALOUSIES. 

I  feel  confident,  my  Lord  Mayor,  that  such  reasoning  as  this 
cannot  possibly  prevail  amongst  any  intelligent  communit\. 

Irishmen  of  all  parties,  Unionists  and  Home  Rulers,  Protes- 
tants and  Catholics,  Orangemen  and  the  strongest  adherent*  of  the 
Pope,  will  all  join  to  bring  about  a  more  just  and  e«iui table- 
financial  arrangement  between  the  two  countries.  Let  there  be 
no  difference  between  us  arising  out  of  politics  or  religion.  We 
are  all  Irishmen,  all  interested  in  this  subject,  all  loving  our 
country,  and  all  desirous  for  her  prosperity  and  advance 
although  differing  on  some  points  as  to  the  best  means  of  a< 
plishing  this.  Here  let  me  guard  you  against  another  danger.  Do 
not  let  any  little  petty  jealousies  or  rivalries  interfere  with  the  pro- 
secution of  this  work.  Let  there  be  no  rivalries  except  a  rivalry 
to  push  on  the  cause,  and  let  the  childish  vanity  of  discussing  to 
whom  the  greatest  credit  is  due  or  the  unhealthy  competition  of 
depreciating  the  labours  of  others  in  order  to  shove  on  ourselves 
be  banished  from  amongst  us.  I  am  glad  to  say,  I  think  th.it  on 
the  Royal  Commission  we  all  tried  to  help  each  other.  We  de- 
sired to  ascertain  the  truth,  to  make  it  so  plain  that  no  cloud  or 
mist  could  enshroud  it,  and  every  possible  help,  sometimes  the 
help  of  silence  was  the  most  effective,  we  gave  to  one  another. 
Of  Mr.  Sexton's  examination  and  cross-examination  of  the  wit- 
nesses it  would  be  impossible  for  me  too  highly  to  speak,  and 
I  cannot  but  express  my  regret,  in  the  interest  ot  this  cause,  that 
he  has  voluntarily  withdrawn  himself  from  the  arena  wher 
question  must  shortly,  and  perhaps  finally,  be  threshed  out.  It 
may,  perhaps,  be  invidious  to  mention  any  other  name,  but  I 
so  strongly  that  we  are  much  indebted  to  another  member  of  the 
Commission  that  I  cannot  refrain  from  mentioning  him, 
the  Hon.  Edward  Blake,  M.P.  To  Mr.  Blake's  wise  foresight,  to 
his  conciliatory  address,  to  his  large-mind  .  and  his  < 

ness  and  precision  in  enunciating  them,  we  are  much  indebted  for 
having  secured  practical  unanimity  in  what  is  called  the  Joint 
Report;  and  as  Chairman  of  the  Commission  I  feel  bound  to 
notice  the  important  assistance  he  rendered  in  bringing  about  that 
agreement  which  has  since  proved  of  so  much  value. 

A  TEST  QUESTION. 

I  have  but  one  subject  more  to  deal  with,  and  I  am  done.  That 
subject  is  what  steps  should  now  be  taken  to  secure  favourable 
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results  from  our  labour*  ?     I  am  strongly  of  opinion  thai  it  would 

i  the  present  moment  to  <  •  any  detailed 

xct  or  beneficial  expenditure 

dy  at  once  t  we  are  suffer- 

liave  first  to  convince  Parliament  of  the  existence  of  the 

<  <t  Mil  .imitn:^  :i  detailed  financial  scheme  much 

ccms  to  me  the  most  obvious  step  to  be  taken 

is  to  insist  that  the  provisions  ol  the  Agricultural   Ruling  Act  of 

Ireland ;  and 

as  we  would  be  entitled  under  those  provisions  to  three 

fourths  of  a  million  of  money,  we  should  not  be  put  oft  with 

1   do  not  see  how  this  demand  could  be  resisted 

it  a  recognition  of  t!.  lc  of  our  whole  claim ;  and 

t  or  wrong  in  that  claim  we  are  dearly  en 

to  al  v  of  treatment  in  the  assistance  given  to  the 

agricultural   industry.      If  half  the  local  rates  are  paid  for  the 
farmers  in  England,  and  five-eighths  in  Scotland,  Ireland  should 
4  at  least  half  the  local  rates  in  this  country  paid  for 
i   the   Impcri.il  1  \«  IK<J  u-r.      This  is  a  simple,  clear,  and 
definite  issue.     It  :  Me  to  every  farmer  in  the  country,  to 

ever)  n  the  United  Kingdom. 

I  say  to  you  distinctly,  let  this  be  a  test  question.     Under  the  Act 
of  last  Session  every  occupier  of  agricultural  land  in  Great  Britain 
will  ha\e  half  his   rates  paid  for  him  for  the  next  five  yean. 
ve  are  separate  entities  or  not  we  have  a  right  to  this ; 
but  it  cannot  be  denied  without  the  explicit  recognition  of  our 
separate  existence.      Herein  lies  its  importance.     Press  this  argu- 
ment Do  not  be  afraid  of  it.     There  is  no  abandonment 
of  your  claim  or  of  your  principles  in  adopting  it.      Let  it  be  the 
first  and  < •:  -est  of  the  sincerity  of  those  who  say  that  they 
•  to  treat  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  impartially,  and  who  yet 
.is  one  country  or  two  distinct  countries  according  as  it 
their  purposes.     In  the  next  placer  I  think  we  should  admit 
real  contribution  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  to  local  funds 
or  in  relief  of  local  wants,  should  be  taken  as  a  set  off  against 
rial  taxation.      Having  admitted   that  our  representatives 
should  press  for  an  examination  of  all  such  grants  since  the  year 
1853.     We  have,  my  Lords  and  Gentlemen,  a  strong  case,  almost 
too  strong  a  case,  aga:  taxation  which  undoubtedly 
*  agree  to  any  reasonable  set  offs,  and  let  us  include 
m  that  would  not  have  to  be  met  by 
-  quer  except  as  a  set-off,     fn  the  interpretation 
of  local  expenditure  I  would  say,  let  us  be  even  genero 
assured  that  unless  our  claims  are  reduced  within  moderate  limits, 

tier  how  just  they  may  be,  they  will  not  be  attended  to. 
SERGEANT    Do:  the    resolution,  said  they 

certainly  were  under  a  debt  to  on;  but  who  was  there 
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who  would  not  admit  that  they   were  equally  indebted  to  the 
loftheComm  .ic  O'Conor  Don.     '11 

as  to  be  defined  by  negatives.  They  were  not 
assembly,  or  an  assembly  of  any  section  of  the  commi: 
asseni  :he  purpose  of  inquiring  what  the  facts  of  tin- 

were.     That  inquiry  had  been  sped  by  Parliament  itself,  and  the 
answer  to  it  had  been  returned.     As  one  of  the  speakers  had 
crdict  had  been  given,  and  it  remained  for  the  Exerut 
carry  out  the  finding  of  the  jury.     They  were  not  suggesting  or 
dictating  to  the  Cover;  to  how  it  should  rarry  out  the 

recommendations  which  had  been  nude.     Parliament  could  not 
object  to  the  Commission,  or  to  tru  s  which 

brought  from  the  Treasury  itself.  There  is  one  canon  which 
I  would  venture  to  suggest  to  the  Government  for  their  guid- 
ance in  the  performance  of  their  duty,  and  it  is  this — that  as 
the  grievance  is  a  national  one,  the  redress  also  should  be  one  to 
the  nation  and  not  to  any  section  of  the  nation.  I  see  that  some 
persons  are  dissatisfied  with  the  inquiry,  and  that  one  gentleman 
suggests  in  a  newspaper  that  we  should  have  a  new  inquiry. 
There  is  no  ground  for  a  new  trial.  We  only  have  new  trials  on 
the  grounds  of  surprise,  on  newly  discovered  evidence,  on 
direction  by  the  judge,  on  mistake,  or  something  of  that  kind. 
Nothing  of  the  kind  is  here  suggested.  Therefore,  it  occurs  to  me 
that  we  are  right  in  insisting  on  the  House  of  Commons  taking 
the  report  as  final  and  carrying  it  out ;  and  that  we  are  h< : 
send  the  mandate  of  the  Irish  nation,  as  represented  by  all 
sections  of  the  community,  to  the  Government  to  that  effect 
Ours  is  a  just  and  fair  claim.  We  appeal  to  our  fellow-citi/cns  in 
England  as  just  and  fair  men  to  recognise  it;  we  put  it  foiward 
not  in  hostility  but  as  a  claim  that  Parliament  has  praci 
accepted  and  is  bound  to  carry  into  effect  But  if  our  cause 
even  more  doubtful  than  it  is,  I  should  rejoice  at  the  meeting 
held  to-night.  It  is  not  political,  but  it  does  away  with  some 
canons  of  conduct  which  have  more  or  less  influenced  some 
members  of  society.  It  does  away  with  the  canon  which  says 
that  a  thing  must  be  wrong  because  a  landlord  is  on  the  platform  ; 
it  does  away  with  the  canon  which  says  a  thing  must  be  wrong 
because  the  advocate  of  the  tenant  is  on  the  platform  ;  it  does 
away  with  the  canon  which  says  that  a  thing  must  be  wrong 
because  a  prelate  of  the  Church  of  Rome  is  on  the  platform  ;  it 
does  away  with  the  canon  that  says  it  must  be  wrong  because 
those  who  have  taken  it  up  are  opposed  to  you  in  politics,  and 
they  must  have  some  sinister  motive.  The  more  these  canons 
are  swept  away  the  better,  and  if  this  meeting  has  done  nothing 
else  it  has  afforded  a  slight  bridge  by  which  the  chasm  that  divides 
the  various  sections  of  our  community  is  bridged  over.  If  I  could 
choose,  I  would  rather  that  it  were  a  more  abiding  structure.  I 
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would  rather  have  one  based  on  esteem  and  regard  and  affection 
»nd  I  do  not  despair  of  seeing  il.  iod 

•c  then  put  the  resolution,  which  was  carried 
.*!y. 

Mr.  ADAM  >  IER  (Unionist),  Chairman  of  the  Kings- 

vn    Commis&ioners,  moved    the   next   resolution,    as 
follows  :— 

•»at  a  copy  of  the  foregoing  resolution  be  sent  to  the  Prime 

t   Ireland,  the  Chancellor  of  the 

qucr,  the  Chief  Secretary  (or  Ireland,  and  all  members  of 

Parliumc 

<>f  being  able  to  say  that  he  had  the  pleasure  of 
his  Financial  Relations  question  before  his  Excellency 

•nant  on  the  occasion  of  his  State  entry  befo: 
landed  on  res.     On  that  occasion  he  acted  as  the  rcpre- 

ve  of  the  Kingstown  Commissioners. 

.HAM  (Unionist),  President  of  the  Dublin  Chamber 
ofC<  he  had  been  attending  meetings  in  Dublin 

for  a  long  number  of  years,  but  it  never  was  his  privilege  to  a 
a  met  :,  where  they  had  gathered  together  so  many 

•  people  of  various  shades  of  opinion  and  political  views, 
all  assembled  to  unitedly  promote  the  one  object  they  had  in 
I  i  e  felt  certain  that  the  meeting  would  have  great  weight 
with  those  who  would  be  communicated  with  as  a  result  of 
deliberations.     In  his  opinion,  the  Report  of  the  Financial  Rcla- 
Commission,  if  not  recommended  by  any  such   meeting, 
was  sufficient  of  itself  to  get  serious  consideration  from  statesmen 
and  (  !  Ie  thought  the  general  statement— the  fundan. 

pie— laid  down  by  eleven  out  of  the  thirteen  members  of 

ommission,  was  quite  sufficient  to  arouse  the  attention  of 

those  who  were  responsible  for  good  legislation  in   Ireland      I: 

i  'lovernment    intended    to   do  anything  in   this   matter,   he 

believed  the  sooner  they  did  it  the  better,  and  he  hoped  the 

coming  Session  would  not  be  allowed  to  pass  without  some  action 

being  taken.    As  his  name  had  been  mentioned  as  President  of 

uiblin  Chamber  of  Commerce,  he  wished  to  say  that  that 

body  was  in  thorough  unanimity  with  the  spirit  and  purport  of  the 

resolution  that  had  been  ado 

lalist),  said  his  first  words  would 

be  to  congratulate  the  Lord  Mayor  upon  the  character  of  the 
assembly.  ad  had  in  the  past  many  great  party  meetings 

m  1  >ubhn,  and  he  supposed  they  would  have  many  such  meetings 
in  the  future  ;  but  he  thought  he  might  say  that  they  scarcely  ever 
had  for  a  great  number  of  years  so  important  a  meeting  as  that, 
because   they   had   never    had    such    a    representative    rm 
assembled  there  or  in  any  other  part  of  the  city.     He  believed 
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that  when  the  Irish  members  made  their  protest  on  behalf  of 
In-lit  '.minster  with  reference  to  this  question,  they  would 

feel  what  scarce  they  had  ever  felt  before,  and  that  was  that 
could  speak  with  the  voice  and  weight  and  authority  of  an  u; 
nation.      Mr.   Hamilton  had  said  that   this   movement   \\.is  not 
led  as  an  attack  upon  the  present  Government.     He  (Mr. 
Clanc  ly  agreed   in  that  observation,  and  speaking  for 

ht  candid  t  in  the  t:  of  Ireland  on 

this  financial  question  by  the  two  great  English  parties  no 
tinction  could  be  drawn.    In  his  opinion  both  were  unjust,  and 
both  followed  the  wrong  lin<  ling  with  Ireland's  1m. r 

One  of  the  speakers  had  said  as  this  was  a  national  grievanc 
redress  should  be  of  a  national  character.     In  that  observation  he 
entirely  agreed.     All  classes  and  sections  in  Ireland  had  suffered 
in  this  matter,  and  would  bear  that  in  mind  when  the  matter 
under  discussion  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

The  resolution  was  then  put  to  the  meeting,  and  carried  unani- 
mously. 

Sir  ROBERT  SEXTON  (Unionist),  Chairman  of  the  South  Dublin 
Board  of  Guardians,  said  the  resolution  which  he  would  propose 
was  entrusted  to  him  because  he  was  chairman  of  the  largest, 
Board  of  Guardians  in  Ireland.  It  was  a  very  simple  resolution, 
and  it  did  not  need  much  recommendation  from  him,  because  it 
recommended  itself.  It  was  as  follows  : — 

ive  heard  with  satisfaction  that  a  meeting  will  be 
held  at  an  early  date,  representative  of  all  Ireland,  in  furtherance 
of  this  movement,  and  that  a  committee  be  formed,  consisting  of 
the  speakers  at  this  meeting,  with  power  to  add  to  their  number, 
to  co-operate  with  such  committees  as  may  be  appointed  by 
other  cities,  counties,  and  public  bodies,  in  making  arrangements 
for  holding  such  meeting,  and  generally  to  assure  the  success  of 
the  movement" 

He  felt  highly  honoured  in  standing  before  that  representative 
ng  of  all  classes  of  creeds  and  politics,  united  in  one  effort 
for  the  purpose  of  advocating  the  cause  of  our  common  country. 
It  had  always  been  his  desire  to  aid  in  smoothing  down  so  far  as 
he  could  those  excrescences  which  sometimes  appeared  in  public 
discussions,  and  he  was  delighted  to  see  the  unanimity  that  pre- 
vailed there  that  evening. 

Mr.  J.  CAROLIN,  J.P.  (Nationalist),  Chairman  North  Dublin 
Union,  seconded  the  resolution. 

MR.  THOMAS  PIM  (Unionist)  supported  the  resolution,  and  said 
the  reports  of  the  Financial  Relations  Commission  had  come  with 
surprise  upon  many  of  them.  There  had  been  in  the  minds  pro- 
bably of  most  of  them  a  latent  feeling  that  Ireland  had  not 

d  with  fairness  in  the  matter  of  taxation.     The  distinguished 
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DO  the  Commission  were  above  reproach.    The  Chairman  of 
Commission  was  an  ex-Chancellor  of  ihc  Exchequer,  and 
financiers  of  the  highest  position  were  urx 

K.IV-  «  \uirn,  a  pen  m-  ••»  fil  ng  t1  •  i»i^!  stoA      ;     •    •      The 

terms  of  •  ,  and  on  appeared 

approved  of  by  both  parties  of  the  State.    This  was  not  an 

<>r  partisan  Commission.    No,  it  was  a  broad 

and  honest  att  investigate  the  intricate  financial  relations 

*  and   to    ascertain    the  true   (acts. 
trusted  that  in  whatever  method  the    difficulty 
would  be  faced,  and  a  remedy  attempted,  that  Ireland  would 
obtain  her  due  credit.    What  was  really  required  was  united  and 
determined  action.      All   Ireland  must  work  together  in  this. 
id  a  wonderful  power  of  supposing  they  were  doing 
great  things  for  Ireland  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  reverse  was 
taking  place.     When  Mr.  Gladstone  put  the  incom-  -land 

less  persuaded  the  Literals  that  it  was  a  kindness  to 
Ireland  to  place  her  on  an  equality  with  Great  Britain.  When  he 
disestablished  the  1  -ch  he  capitalised  the  yearly  grants  to 

Maynooth  and  the  Regium  Donura,  and  paid  them  one  million 
and  a  quarter  out  of  the  Church  Fund  >ney,  and  saved  the 

Conso!  id  •  i  between  ,£40.000  and  ^50,000  per  annum, 

ami  •  1  y  called  attention  to  the  sacrifices 

which  were  made  t  Three  days  since  a  leading  journal 

referred  to  the  gran  >r  Ireland,  and  referred  to  what  was 

done  by  the  Congested  Districts  Board,  and  that  they  persuaded 
themselves  that  this  ,£40,000  per  annum  was  British  money  ;  but 
he  believed  it  was  purely  Irish  money,  being  in  tact  the  last  pull 
on  ti  und.  These  matters  only  pointed  once 

again  to  English  ignorance.  Samuel  Johnson  once  said  to  an 
Do  not  make  union  with  us,  sir,  we  would  only 
unite  with  you  to  rob  you.  We  would  have  robbed  the  Scotch  if 
they  had  anything."  No  doubt  Samuel  Johnson  said  a  great 
number  of  strange  things,  but  he  sometimes  said  a  true  thing. 
They  mu  upon  every  member  of  Parliament  doing  his 

duty,  and  seeing  that  the  Government  of  the  day  on  whom  the 
onus  was  thrown  did  its  duty  in  the  ir. 


of  the  Daily  £jr/rw, 
said  —  A  good  deal  has  been  said  of  the  unanimity  that  characterise 
this  meeting,  and  of  the  extraordinary  spectacle  presented  in  the 
capital  of  Ireland  to-day  by  reason  of  men  of  all  creeds  and  parties 
being  united  with  one  common  object  He  thought  they  must  go 
back  more  than  a  hundred  years,  t«  •  find  a  time  when 

Ireland  rose  to  her  feet  with  a  similar  object,  to  show  that  the 
commercial  restrictions  placed  on  the  country  were  bringing  her 
to  the  verge  of  bankruptcy.  '1  hey  who  were  acting  in  this  move- 
ment were  doing  so  with  the  common  object  of  enforcing  on  the 
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public  opinion  of  England  t!  :  Iivl.uui  was  unable  to  bear 

vere  strain  put  upon  her.     An  extraordinary  objection  to  the 

adjustment  of  in  has  been  raised  by  thr  \hi<h 

land   had  n<  \vr  until  now  protested  against  o\vr- 

Why,  from  the  time  of  the  Union  down,  t 

had  been  treated  by  Irishmen  of  all  parties,  and  it  was  only  the 

other  day  that  he  was  reading  an  eloquent  l>ject, 

delivered  by  an  ancestor  of  his  Grace  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin, 

in  wl.  land  to  fair  treatment  was  r!  forth. 

i  which  a  united  Ireland  had  gaimv. 

!  npcrial  Parliament  the  object  of  her  demand.     No  later  than 
last  year  a  demand  !e  by  a  united  party  on  a  small  i 

which  was  forced  to  the  front  by  Archbishop  Walsh — he  alluded 
to  the  Education  Grant.     All  Irishmen  could  unite  on  this  i; 

land's  financial  burden.  England  had  declared  through  hrr 
Ministers  that  she  was  about  to  redeem  the  past  wrongs  of  Ireland 
by  a  policy  of  kindness  and  conciliation.  They  welcomed  that 
declaration;  looked  forward  hopefully  to  its  results.  Hut  in  this 
movement  they  did  not  appeal  to  kindness  nor  generosity,  but  to  a 

or  and  nobler  quality — Justice. 

Dr.  Du  i  lent  of  the  College  of  Physicians,  supported  the 

resolution,  which  was  carried. 

On  the  motion  of  Count  Plunkett,  the  second  chair  was  t 
by  Mr.  V.  B.  Dillon,  and  a  vote  of  thanks  was  passed  to  the  Lord 
r,  on  the  motion  of  Count  Plunkett,  seconded  by  Mr.  I).  J. 
>n. 

The  LORD  MAYOR,  in  returning  thanks,  said  he  rejoiced  that  his 
action  in  bringing  together  that  great  meeting  had  been  approved 
of.  They  were  now  united  on  this  question,'  at  least,  and  he 
hoped  they  would  remain  united  for  the  benefit  of  their  common 
country. 

The  meeting  then  terminated 

i 

Amongst  those  present  on  the  platform  were : — The  Catholic 
and  Protestant  Archbishops  of  Dublin,  Lord  Mayo,  the  Kiuht 
Hon.  Ion  Trant  Hamilton,  Lord  Monck,  the  Right  Hon.  \\ . 
Hemphill,  Mr.  Sergeant  Dodd,  Dr.  Houston,  Q.C. ;  the  Right 
Hon.  O'Conor  Don,  Arthur  \V.  Samuels,  Q.C;  V.  B.  Dillon, 
John  Dillon,  M.P. ;  T.  M.  Healy,  MI'.;  Thomas  Lough,  M.P. ; 
John  H.  Parnell,  M.P. ;  Timothy  Harrington,  M.P.  ;  J.  J. 
Clancy,  M.P. ;  Sir  Robert  Sexton,  D.L. ;  A.  J.  Kettle,  Count 
Plunkett,  Sir  Christopher  Nixon,  M.D.;  Richard  Jones,  T.C  ; 
Thomas  Doyle,  T.C.  ;  Alderman  Andrew  Beattie,  Alderman 
Daniel  Burke,  the  President,  College  of  Surgeons  ;  the  President. 
College  of  Physicians ;  Thomas  Kennedy,  T.C.  ;  T.  V.  Ryan, 
solicitor ;  J.  P.  Maunsell,  D.  J.  Wilson,  B.L. ;  John  Crowley, 
solicitor ;  J.  Malcolm  Inglis,  Philip  Callan,  Sir  George  Moyers, 
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Thomas  Drury,  B-U;   John  Carolin,    Chairman,  North  T> 
Union;  John  R.  Wigham,  Chairman,  D 
inert  crcr  Gra«  A.   &    Findlate: 

GtorgC  HIM!V.  l  <'  .  5U  Henry  O  chrtnc,  D.L;  D          Tall  «, 
II  'Woods,  1-  ,-nnan  M. 

Flanagan,  AMrrnu  lliam 

IMS  Sherlock,  T.<  Monks,  T.< 

vel   O'Reilly,   T.C;    Andrew   Dcvcreux, 
solicitor. 

..»ngst  those  also  present  were:— T.  S.  W    Martin,  T.  W. 

>omas  J.  Hayes,  T.C 

A.M.;  A.  M.  Bar:  County  Cork;  Daniel 

!    WDSO  .    I    Corbctt,  LL.D. ;  J.  Brcnnan,  Allenswood,  Lucan; 
George  Elliot,  P.  J.  O'Reilly,  Commercial  Buildings ;  James  T. 
A.  Crofton,  P.  Hagan,  P.  J.  Gaynor,  P.  J.  Plunkct,  R,  O.  Arm- 
L  Staples,  arthage,  Bagley ;  S.  T.  Richard- 

son, E  M.  Hodgso  Chas.  O'ConneU, 

&L.    Thomas  Aliaga  1  Uiarn    P.  xxid, 

B.L. ;  Alfred  Sex- 

lugh  Pollock,  B.L. ;  Mr.  P.  f.P. ; 

Rathborne,  J.i'.  M  A  ;  John  Marks.  Black- 
rock;  Ht  >tt,  C.E. ;  J.  P.  Turvey,  County  Dublin;   H. 

^rlane,    J.P.,    County    Dublin    UK)    County   Tyrone; 
an,  35  Stephen's  Green  ;  Walter  G.  Doolan,  N 
nn  Uwson,  IJ..D.     I.  Smylie  Robson,  J.P.  ;  C 
Bennett  Thompson,  G.  F.  Armstrong,  P.   Dunne,  Father  Ander- 
s-arson, R.  Wood- 

,  Joseph  Peak  t,  Father  M'Carth 

Wad<  .  O'Farrell,  Henry  Vaughan,  B.L. ;  MaxwcU 

Armstrong,  J.  Leslie  Beers,  J.P. ;   Cour<  IMH.    V, 

Sheridan,  Captain  O'Connor,  E.  ^^    (iunness,  P.  Maple,  J 

^hy,  the  Misses  Kcegan,  Miss  Rooney,  Mrs,  James  Crazier, 

Crazier,   Miss    Cunningham,    Angeloe    Fahey,  J.P. ;     P. 

Carol  r,  John  Gibson,  Chas. 

J.  Dunn,  Thomas  Read,  W.  Jeffrey  White.    M  A, 

oroas  Molloy,  J.P. ;  J.  Penrose,  Joseph  O'Neill.   Km- 

sealy  Kvoy,  12  Dame  Stree:  nry  Maxwell, 

John  Abrah.uii.  Malbell,  Grennlle  Park,  Rathmines; 

Edwa  irles  Lawlor,  J.P.  ;   Miss   F.  Tristr.i 

J.   Creed    M  :    iith,   Mrs.   J.   C.    Meredith, 
Pembroke  Road;  Mrs.  R.  C.  Barbour,  Mrs.  Loug 
John  A.  Davis,  Deputy  Inspector-General,  Lucan;  George 
bert,  awell,  John  J.    M'Ardle   O'Morchoe,  Charles  T. 

Longford,  Michael  M'Donnell,  Terence  O'Brien,  Jo  -rett, 

•w     F.irrcll,    T.C.  ;    Walter    Ridilall.  Uon 

Hun:  k  W.  Shaw,  F.  W.  Davis,  South  Great 

George's  Street  ;  Major  Gorman,  —  O'Sullivan,  M.D. ;  Thomas 
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\V.    Kinahan,    M.A.  ;     Col.    Hon.     Hercules    Rowley,    George 
'r.  and  Mrs.  Tuohey,  15  North  Frederick 
Street;  E.  Keogh,  G.  Payne,  C.  J.  Devine,  M.   Mullull, 
Cooke,  M.A.;  Henry  R.    i  :        ! 

>  IV.  M.R.I. A    ;   IV   1.  \\.iMi,  Captain    K.    I     I 
il.  Ilc.ilv.  l»r.   Strahan,   \\ 

T.  M*Grath,  M.  M'Cabe,  V.-P.,  South  Dock;  M  I'.    |. 

Cosgrave,  --  Nolan,  P.  J.  Birmingham,  Mrs.  and  Miss  I  A. 
R.  Burke,  Rev.  F.  Staples,  J.  H.  Ryan,  M.  M'dratli, 
ruian,  Rev.  G.  M'Caughey,  F.  M'Caughey,  I  i  D 

Hynn,  Rev.  D.  Nickeason,  E.  Henson,  M.   MuJhall, 
Ixronard,  F.  Sweeney,  Rev.  Dr.    Benson,  M.  O'C.  M 
Murray,  --  Reen,  R.  Carroll.  B.L. ;    H.    M'Knight,  J 
Clinch,  T.C.  ;  D.  O'Grady,  O.  J.  O'Connell,  O.  Malone,  —  Geo. 
Murphy,  solicitor ;  J.  Bramble,  F.  Bryan,  P.  Lalor,  H.  J.  Sey- 
mour, R.  Martin,    R.  W.  Booth;  M.  F.  Crowe,  T.  Davy,  J.  F. 
Flanagan,  Dr.  Crean,    R.    Worthington,    J.P. ;    E.    Blackburne, 
LL.D.,  Q.C  ;  Rev.  F.  Anderson,  O.S.A. ;  Dr.  Berry,  J.  Courtney, 
P.  Plunket,  Henry  L.   Mahon,  H.   P.  Lalor,  E,  P.   Monk,    |  I'; 
T.  Smith,  R.  Moore,  Patrick  Brasil,  Robert  Mitchell,   Ks  j.,    If.  ; 
T.C. ;  Joseph  Moore,  Esq.,  T.C. ;  J.  Long,  Esq. ;  J.  K 
A.  Walsh,  Esq. ;  P.  Walsh,   Ksq. ;  J.  Brennan,  Esq.  ;  J.  Hogg, 
Esq. ;  A.  Plunkett,  Esq.,  solicitor ;  M.  Morkan,  Esq. ;  S.  Adams, 

;    I1.   Slyne,  Esq.;  B.  J.  Smith,  Esq.;  J.    M'Adam,   I 
Miss    LaTouche,   Miss   LaStrange,     Moses     Doyle,     Esq.  ;  — 
Barry,   Esq.;    J.    Rogers,    Esq.;    H.    Oldbrook,    Esq.;    j.    \\ 
M'Clughen,  Esq. ;   G.  Gibson,  Esq. ;    T.  Kennedy,  Esq.,  T.C., 
ami  Mrs.  Kennedy;    J.  J.  Moore,  Esq.  ;  B.  Hammell,  Esc 
Martin,  Esq.  ;    Mrs.  James    Dantley,    Mr.    Chayton,  J.  M'lvor, 
Esq.,  B.L. ;  F.  R,  Kerry,  Esq.  ;  T.  —  Hannify,  Esq. ;  T.  J 
laghan,  Esq. ;  T.  Lurring,  Esq.  ;  James  Quinn,  Esq.  ;  J.  T.  Bir- 
mingham, Esq.,  T.C. ;  Thomas  Fitzpatrick,  Esq. ;  J.  T.  Cussen, 
Esq.;  P.  J.  M'Call,  Esq.;   T.    J.    O'Neill,    Esq.,    P.L.G.;   M. 
Byrne,    Esq.,    Baltinglass  ;  P.  Durnon,    Esq. ;  T.  Cleary,  Esq. ; 
R.  J.  Maher,  Esq. ;  L.  Flood,  Esq.;  P.  Mooney,  Esq.,  J.P. 
Mooney,  Esq.,  junior ;  —  Nunan,  Esq.,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  P.  Sullivan, 
W.  --  O'Neill,    Esq.,    M.K.I. A.  ;    W.    R.    Wynne,    Esq.; 
Donegan,  Esq.  ;  J.  Cannon,  Esq.,  T.C. ;  L.  Lovett,  Esq. ;  Rev. 
F.  Reynolds,  P.  T.  Gaffney,  T.  Brady,    Esq. ;    T.  C.  Murphy, 
Esq.  ;  J.  W.  Power,  Esq. ;  —  J.  Allan,  Esq. ;  J.  Nangle,  Esq.  ;  T. 
S.  Brown,  Esq.,  F.R.G.S. ;  Alderman  Kernan,  Alderman  M'Cabe, 
D.  O'Callaghan,  Esq.;  J.   R.  Taylor,  Esq.;   J.  Coghlan,   Esq.  ; 
.    J.  E.  Palmer,  Ksq. ;  E.  J.  Little,  Esq.,  B.A. ;  E.  G.  Cotter,  Esq.  ; 
C.   F.  Allen,   Esq. ;    -   -   R.    Evans,  Esq. ;   R.  Duffy,  K 
Lydon,  Esq.,  J.P.;    Mrs.   Lydon,   Rev.   P.  Flavin,   Rev.  J.    A. 
Brannan,  George  Perrin,  Esq.,  Kingstown ;  G.  A.  Noonan,  Esq. ; 
T.  A.  Kelly  Esq. ;  H.   E.   Hudson,  Esq. ;  H.  —  Brown,  Esq., 
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-mpson,  Esq..  -  Maguire,  EM* 

Call  Eiq.,  •-  .  Taylor,   Esq.     J.    M. 

-   Raymor  Colonel 

110169   Esq.,  § '  Kjq,  ; 

yoe,  Esq.;  K.   r.   M.ih3yf 

Canon  Connolly,  J.  Thornton,  K» 
l.mclun,  .wn*cnd,    E* 

ps,  Eiq. 
'.   Mooney,   K*«j.,    '  >   Telly,  64    Harcouit 

Is;..   M.'h.  :  —  Meagher,   Esq.;    i 
MOnn,  Esq. ;  RCY.  (  Gore,  Es 

.  —Cornwall,  Esq.  <cr,  H.  M-.ViU-y.  ! 

H.  H.  Kathbome,  Esq.. 

W.  \V    Robinson,  Es<).,  lies,  Esq..  Kilniii 

I  .  I  Uirkin,  K>  >on,  John  Dillon,  ^q., 

m,   ICsq.,  sen: 

iMe,  Jus  A.  J.   K.   •;<  .    1.^  ,.     l^rcri- 

.1  College  Physicians  (Dr.  Dufic  me,  49  Bolton 

Street  ;  WJ.  Lei  I\C;  P.  Kellaghan,  Esq^  54   King 

Clancy,  1  :>-Sheriff;  G.Goodlow,  StanHish 

idy,  James  Tuckir  Meagher,  Esq.,  T.C,  and  Mn. 

Meaglar     Mr.  an.:  1.1  laslam,  G.  Thompson,  Esq.,  1 

Lewis  Thompson,    Cork;  J.    H.    Cussen,    Esq.,    Booterstown 
Avenue  ;  M.  Betagh,  J.P.,  Clonsilla  :    James  Heron,  Esq., 
Sum  I).  Jones,  Esq.,  Rath- 

Talloru  Esq.,  T.C. :  James 

Kavanagh,  Es  illc,  Esq.,  Coolock ;  J.  F.  Col- 

iraes  Blackwood,  Harold's  Cross  Road; 

James   Harris,   Esq.;   Lord   Monck,    E.   P.    Culverwell,    Esq., 
cr,  Esq. ;  R.  Crawford,  Es  11.  Reigh, 

>q. ;  W.  Doyle,  Esq. ;  J.  —  Brien,  Es 
^  [. ;  J.  J.   Mullany,  Esq.;  James  Maloney,   1 
J.  Lowry,  Esq. ;  B.  —  J.  Crowley,  Esq^  solicit  Crowley, 

Master  Charley  Crowley,   M.  Crow! 

F.C.A. ;  N.  Fitzharris,  Esq.,  Blackrock  ;  —  Smyth,  Esq. ;  M.  J. 
Byrne,  Esq.;  R.  Bestick,  Esq.,  Manager,  Arnott  s :  1'  l^lor, 
Esq.;  T.  Donohue,  Esq.;  R.  Usher,  Esq.,  Drogheda;  D.Ja< 

5.,  Trinity  College  ng,  Esq.,  B.A^  T.C.D. ;  L. 

Mulligan,  Esq.,  Alderman;  W.  I.    Payne,  Esq.;  James  Da 

•i  Hall,  i  i).  Sl)Tic,  : 

>n,   Esq. ;   A.    Dowse,  Esq.  ;    L.  O'Kecffe,    Esq 
lion,  Esq.;  Brooke  Brazier,  Esq.,  J.P.  ;  \V.  Wright,  Esq., 
son,  Esc;  ,  ;  E.  0*Sullivan,  Esq.; 

T    \V.  Robinson,  I  1 .  Ross,  Esq.,  T.C,  Kingstown  ; 

T.  Delanc  Blackrock  ;  A.  M -Clccland,  Esq^  J.P. ;  J« 

Delahunt,  Hogan,  John   Byrne,  I).  B.  Sullivan,  Q.C ; 
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Grennan,  Sandyford ;  Dr.  Antony 

.•e  Burke,  T.    D.   Sullivan,  M.T.  ;  Richard  Burke,    Dr. 
Hoc-,  .    Philip    Little,    T.C. ;     Rev,    F.uhrr 

O'Reilly,    Richard    Cunnu  .    Father     Kn,        ;.    A 

Devereux,  solicitor;  E.  J.  ney,  Alderman  John   R.  illy, 

M.   F.  Cox,  M.D..   F.R.CP  :   John  Morrin,  Nan-  chcrj 

.ley,  T.C.  ;  II.  D,  Eiavdcu,  Franca  M'Bride,   I. P.  ; 
I  uhew  M'Bride,  Dr.  Robert  Kenny, 

•seph   Meehan,    W.    Milward  Jones, 
lerlock,    T.C. ;    Edward     K    ,:::.    T. 

O'Loughlin,  P.  J.  I  !  >onal  Sullivan,  M.I1.  ;   \\  ,  lam  Dunne, 

George   1'  Meagher,    J.    B.    Cullen,    :\ 

Cusack,  Miss  Walker.  J.    I.   Murphy,  solicitor;  P.  Monks,  T.C. ; 
Benjamin  Mullen,  T.C.,  Clontarf ;  Sir  George  Mo\ 
Moore,  D.   Mahony,    M.   O'Reilly,   T.C;  Adam  Be    :,   William 
,  Thomas   Walton,  T.   Lenehan,   T.C.  ;  F.   P.  L< 

V.  ;  Rev.  Father  Staple-  o,  Thomas  Murray, 

Kobcrt   Martin,   Luke  M.   Nolan,   LL.B.,  solicitor  ;    J. 
n,  James  M'Goff,  Thomas  Saul,  J.  J.  Curtin,  J.   Behao, 
odd,  John   K  1  homas  Kavanagh,  Charles  J.  Joyce, 

I.   Denhara  Osborne,   M.A. ;  E.   J.   O'Connor,  Covr 
Dr.  Phillips,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Sullivan,  R.  B.  M'Vitty,  M.D.  ;  John 
Hall,  J.P.  ;  Patrick  Mooney,  J.P. ;  J.  R.  Courtney,  M.  Co 
Thomas    Saunders;    Dundrum  ;    Patrick    Nolan,    Peter    Byrne, 
Michael  O'Krien,  Samuel    M'Comas,  J.P.,  T.C.  ;  Dr.   Qu 
Canon  Dillon,  Rev.  Daniel  Heffernan,  P.P.,  Glasgow;  Richard 
Henderson,  Charles  Dickinson,  William  T.  1  teiinage,  1  >r,  I 
W.  F.  Cotton,  J.P. ;  Sir  Francis  Cruise,  M.D.;  Nicholas  Hammond, 
J.P. ;  T.  Coonan,  W.  Callaghan,  A.  G.  Holinshead,  Rev.  1 
Lindsey,  Henry  P.   O'Sullivan,   Rev.   A.   Farrcll,  CC. ;  Rev.   P. 
M^Grath,  C.C-  ;  R.  S.  Swan,  F.R.CS.I  ;  C.  C  Fitzgerald,  J.P.  , 
Dr.  J.  J.  Murphy,  F.  C.  Wallis-Healy,  M. J.I. ;  John  St.  George, 
M.   T.   Connolly,  W.   Broderick,    William   Stirling,    F.R.I  A. 1.; 
Thomas  Martin,  T.  Dodd,  Count  and  Countess  Plunkett, 
Rev.    Canon   Conlan,    P.P.;    Very   Rev.   P.    Kavanagh,    PP.; 
Marcus  Goodbody,  Arthur  Houston,  Q.C ;  P.  J.  Larkin,  Major 
L.  Gorman,  Richard  F.   Murray,  T.C,  Kilmainham  ;  Ser. 
Dodd,  Q.C  ;  Andrew  Todd,  Barrister-at-Law  ;  John  Carolan,  J.P., 
Chairman  North   Union ;  Sir  Richard  Martin,  Michael  Nugent, 
George  Healy,  J.P. ;  John  Croker,  John  Regan,  Palmerston  road; 
J.  R.  Kavanagh,  John  F.  Geraghty,  Drumcondra ;  Jos.  Geraghty, 
Drumcondra  ;  Thomas  Baker,  Irish  Daily  Independent;  James 
Mullins,  Sir  John  Banks,  K..C.1J.  ;  T.  Fortescue  Armstrong,  J.   D. 
<         ,  Longford  ;  J.  D.  Cope,  Henry  Hunt,  D.  P.  Curtis,  Robert 
1,  John  Purcell,   M.A. ;  J.  I.  A.  Tighe,  Rev.  J.  Manron, 
Joseph  Maguire,  B.L.,  St.  Raphael's,  Clontarf;  Richard  Eustace, 
James  W.  Hill,  J.P. ;  H.  and  D.  M'Dermott,  William  Connolly, 
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M.D.,   Deputy  Inspector-General   K  Ummond, 

.ry  Woo 

A.  M  •Comas, 
IfCulLtKh,  George  Browne, 

James  Scott,  T.  C  Dniry,  M     \    H.,. 

n  nek   S.    Uu' 
Kmsalc  ;    D-  "M,    i'.; 

•    •  .    ii. 
am  Bobl» 

Major  Arthur  Hows' 

College  ;    William    Dcbny.  ;    Joseph 

Booterstown  ;  D.  J.  Mac  Donald,  Michael  Lynhan 
J.  M.  >omai  Brady,  M.  Drummot  ^eon- 

<'.  H.  <>M'  .ms,  soli< 

I 

'..-.iron,  K 

lames 

Dillon,  ex-Lo 

Alexander  Hamilton,  J.P.;  William  Millar,  R.  J.  Cihill,  secretary 

C.  Handlcy,  Joseph  Mooney,  James 
Toohey,  John   M  «.in:\,  Joseph  iliam 

liey  Hone,  Thorn. 

Jones,  T.C.  ;    1'hilip   Hynes,   T  ,'stown  ;    Miss   Hynes, 

Kingston  ddy,  Rev.  Father  Staples,  J.  S.  Gaffney,  John 

rman  Pile,  J.uncs  Kcogh,  John  M'Derm 
Thomas  Waters,  Vere  Ward  Brown,  Alph.   1  :  rancis  S. 

Ian,  Jessop  Browne,  Rev.  Samuel  Prcnicr,    ' 
Prenter,  James  11.  M'tiranc,  Stephen  Joyce,  James  Campbell,  54 
Moyne  road  ;  D.  J.  MacEgan,  C  J.  M*Cat 
haugh,  Rev.  S.  J.  C. ;  Rev. 

B.  P.   Young,    Robert  Silles,   Newtown,  re;  John 

II .  St  George  Stewart,  Sandford  Lodge, 

road;  E.  W.  Smyth,  Ion  ton,  Right  Hon.  C  H.  Hemphill, 

Q.C,  Mi  jbert  Sexton,  D.L.  ;  Sir  Charles  Cameron,  J. 

F.  O'1-.irrcll,  Caliintcirly;  James  Thoms</  itral  Secretary 

cph  Grant,  Grand  Canal  street ;   W.  F.  Lennan, 

J.I.  Hallaghar  Tyndall,  solicitor;  Enoch  Cooper, 

Manchesi  iting,  John   Hushell,   Mr.  Mor 

Orm  >.G.  Cole.  Mr.au  Cole, 

Jackson,  Michael  Drumcondra; 

T.  O'Brien,  (i.  V.  Pattoo,  LL  D.  ;   11.  M.  Bradford.  Col.  Lindsay, 

J.  Butler,  P.  Marlowe. 
Molloy,  J.I1.,  Harcourt  Street;  H.  G.  DC 

Cree,  40  Upper  Mount  Street ;  John  MacMahon,  9  Winton 
Road  'nil.  Si. A 

-cale,jun.  ;  D.  J.  Hi^ion,  W.  Ku 
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T.C.,  Bray  ;  Miss  Rowan,  Mount  Street ;  DC  Witt  1 1  inch,  National 

.:•>-,    Kild.  7   South   Richmond   S; 

1'..    Phillips,  I  Kegis- 

tration   Associ  1    il,   50   Arbour   Hill;    I 

Bulger  and   Mrs.    Bulger,    Harcourt   Street;   Rob  ::    I'.  \ 
Woodview,    Stillorgan  ;    Bernard    MacDermot,    10    Fii/william 
Plaa  n,  Raihmines;  Michael  Murphy,  Master  Murphy, 

and  .V  hv.  1  >r.  ,  Martin   |.   Short,  Piter  Il.irvcy, 

John  Ben:  i '.  Plunket:  i  utle,  B.L.,  I 

ikcnny;    Capt.    K.    Ihitchinson,    Patrick 

(yDonohoe,  William   Leahy,  T.C. ;  Mr.  Thou  ry  Webb, 

.b,   William    Rob.  y,  George  Kelly,   ! 

;  Cornelius  Kenark,  John  D.  Blake,  J.  F.  Kent 
;  Dr.  M'Kenzie,  William  And<  r><>n,  I 
i.  ]•.  i;.  Ormsby,  B.L.;  Mr.  ..ml  M. 
Cole,   Mr.  and   Mrs.  W.  R.  Cole,  Jeremiah    O'Sullivan.  R.   M. 

wan,  —  Crimmins,  P.L.G. ;  J.  J.  Haugh,  Rev.  |.  \V. 
D.D.;  Father  Wheatley,  R.  R.  Belshaw,   Miss  O'Reilly, 
Miss   Dunne,   M.  C.  Jameson,   LL.B. ;  Miss  Mulligan,   William 

and,   John    W.    Moore,    M.I). ;    Patrick   I^imbe,  Rev.   Dr. 
Crawford,  Rev.  J.  Digby  Cooke,  William   Digby  Co  >kc,   1 ! 
Kiernan,   W.    Lumley,  Tullamore ;  Rev.  W.   V.  Lumley,   Rath- 
mines;   George    Delaney,    Rev.  J.    M.    M'Swiney,   Rev.   R.  M. 
Headley,  O.P. ;  Alderman  Toole,  W.  F.  Cooke,  Frank  Di: 
Cooke,  Rev.   John   Angland,    Glasgow;  John    Muldoon,    B.L. ; 
Joseph  Bridgeman,  C.E. ;  E.  Connolly,  J.P. ;  P.  O'Ratigan,  « 

:ie,  D.L.,  ex-M.P. ;  Edward  Burnett,  Q.C. ;  James  Burnett, 
Q.C. ;  W.  M.  Magee,  John  C.  Rooney,  Rev.  John  Byrne,  C.C. ; 

M'Donough,  J.P.,  T.C.,  Drumcondra;  Laurence  Malone, 
Dublin  Distillers  Co.,  Limited;  Sir  R.  W.  Jackson,  Chai: 
Pembroke  Township;  Sir  Christopher  Nixon,  M.D. ;  R.  I. 
Donnelly,  Abraham  Shackleton,  Fred  Shackleton,  Lieut.-Colonel 
Nugent,  J.P. ;  Robert  T.  Callow,  J.P. ;  Greenwood  Pirn,  Sir 
Thomas  Brady,  G.  D.  Burtchaell,  J.  D.  Wylie,  Q.C.;  Joseph 
Woodworth,  W.  S.  Robinson,  Morgan  Mooney,  Thomas  Aungier, 

J.  Malcolm  Inglis,  J.P. ;  John  E.  Barry,  R.  Donovan,  Dr. 
ke,  E.  P.  Eustace,  M.  Butterley,  C.T.C.,  Drumcondra  ; 
T.  B.  Gaffney,  James  Hopper,  H.  Roe,  C.  Kelly,  Alfred  J.  \\ . 
Howe,  E.  Learay,  B.L. ;  R.  Meagher,  J.  Farrell,  J.  Healy,  Mr. 
Biggs,  W.  Carter,  Mr.  P.  W.  Corri-an,  James  Dillon,  B.A. 
Flynn,  S.  Smalldridge,  J.P.  ;  J.  Balfe,  M.  M'Grath,  Rev.  E. 
NTGough,  O.  R.  Herbert,  \V.  \\  hiteside,  E.  J.  Hayes,  J.  J.Twigg, 
P.  Kenny,  D.  Maguire,  I).  Power,  J.  (i.  Judge,  H.  W.  M'Donough, 
Dr.  Scott,  J.P.,  Kingstown;  Thomas  R.  Booth,  Sydney  Parade ; 
I  >seph  Boyd,  Kingstown  ;  William  F.  Moore,  Francis  Shortt, 
Rev.  J.  Lynch,  O.S.  iiants'  Quay,  Dublin  ;  Richard  Walsh, 

Kingswood  ;  James  Walsh,  Kingswood ;  John  Wyse  Power,  John 
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-irlcs  Dowling,  Eddie  Dowling.  V 
Twoedy,    M. 

-  v  Itolger,  Robert  J.  Cusack.  Alex.  1 
George  Chambers,  Devon  .!> ;  John  Ga- 

.    Micha  Uurcixx 

ny.  North  Eari  rawford,  W.  1 

I     1-.     Walsh,     Michael     Hear:. 

lorrington,    Johnstown,    Kilkeir 
II.  Ucardwood,    J 

A;  Miss  *s  Lizzie  Butter  ley,  Edward 

inning,  Patrick  Sru 
yet,  Rah<  -owns,  M 

I-   Doyle, 

Jr.  Strahan,  M.-  Lj  .;.  Hal  four,  Miss  U 

Cus  .,'yne,  J.i  ill  Cooper,  Samuel 

Cowan,  K  Mulleady,  Richard  Burke,  Bernard  Goveran,  M. 

nimcondra;  Daniel 

im  P.  Bardcn,  Charles  O'Connor,  James  P.  Rice, 
R.  Butler  Clarke,  Carlow;  Michael  Anderson,  John  M'Quaid, 

irry,   Marcus  Purccll,   Soli- 
.itrick  Burke,  Modclligo,   Cappoquin;   Charles  Monk- 

>s  M»Caflrey,  1 

M'Cready,  B.A. ;  John  J.  Joyce,  A.  Fox,  John  D.  Osborne, 
B.A. ;  J.  riunket,  T.  Hayes,  George  i  T.  George  Sigerson, 

C.   Devoy,  Patrick 

Comerford,  C.  M'Uermot,  Cornelius  De  Groot,  D.I  cade, 

ias  Meade,  J.  Carol.m.  II.  Cooper,  Jward  \\ 

-sician  and  Surgeon  ;   Henry  Watson,   J.P. ;  ] 
Folcy,  James  Ihikman,  Ide  Smith,  1  -'.ing,  J.  J. 

Goggins,  Thomas  M 'Donor.  Leonard,  Thomas   Kelly, 

Willi.  jdy,  Robert  Wilson,  John   Hutton,  De: 

tenant;    John  Patrick   Hanigan,  William    KcK 

Dr.  Cahill,  Captain  Hastings,  W.  James 

:    in    Kc-:  HC,  Dr.  T.   P.  Rivt 

G.  Taylor.  rtin,  M.  Ucni.ctt,  Michael  War 

John  M'Donncll, 

Andrew  M'Hugo,  K  <  I'Byrnc,  Clondalkin ;  John  Geraghty, 

Walter  G.  Do<  Mctcalf,  Patrick  Farrell,  Joseph 

C  O  i  !  ichael  Nugent,  Albert  L.  Altman,  Michael  Cooney, 

John  Keegan,  J.  J.  Lcnehan,  Francis  A.  Shore,  J.P. ;  Joseph 
Moore,  T.C ;  O.  T.  Allingham,  John  Corcoran,  Peter  Kelly, 
Patrick  M'Cormick,  John  Leonard,  J.I'.,  I 

s  Clinch,   Miss  Bulger,  Thomas  Muldoon,  Tallaght; 
i  Mui.  loon,  Tallaght;   John  Desaix,  Colonel  Martyn,  H 

Downes  Marti. 

Crowe,  Rev.  1).  O'Loai  Maynooth  College  >bert 

Forstcr.  Captain  Purcell,  Fire  Brigade  (  rimmins,  P.L.G. ; 

I 
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:^ic     Murnanc,    1  «1     Clayton.    Denis 

Stapleton,   John    Nagle,  John  ,    J.    O'Reilly,    William 

-11,  l>r.    I  ; my,  City  Coroner,  and  Mr v 

J.  B.  Healy,  William   M'Grath,  Michael 
CastlepoUard;    G.  W.   Walker,    i;.i  .  .  1   Wutkins,   1.  M. 

^h    Temple,   Glasnevin ;    Mrs.    Temple,    Andrew 
!  .irold's  Cross ;  John  P.utler,  Limerick;  Thomas  Vii 
Cahill,  Trinity  Strc  i  Flood,  Fingl.  I^ewis 

Morton,  John  Barret,  Assistant  Hon.  Sec.  North  Dock  Ward ;  W. 
T.  Sheridan,  Solicitor;  Robert F.  Lidwell,  J.P.,  T.C.  ;  P.  Murray, 
Joseph  O'Carroll,  M.D.,  F.R.C.P. :  i  -odson,  Miss  Egan, 

J.  N.  Maw  Coghlan  Briscoe,  Thomas  L.  Doyle,  I).  C.  lien: 
B.L. ;  T.  P.  Nolan  LL.B. ;  James  M'Dermot,  Joseph  Quin,  John 
Mulligan,  Hibernian  Bank  ;    Michael  Cleary,  Charles   Kennedy, 
azer,  C.  Devany,  J.  Shaw,  J.  Shaw,  J.P.;    1 .  C.  S.  Torney, 
J.   H.   Kennedy,  Hon.  Sec.  Philsophical  Society,  T.C.D. ;    N. 
Phillips,    Henry    Gilligan,    Richard    Davoran,    John    Gereharty, 
Patrick  J.  Dwyer,  Stephen  Cunningham,  W.  G.  Moclair,  Fnmk 
M.  Oracer,  B.L. ;  T.  E.  Stewart,  John  Carpenter,  H.  P.  Ring- 
wood,  J.  M.  Harrison,  Miss  Pauline  St.  Laurence  Burke, 
Corry,  Kinnard. 


LIMERICK    CITY   AND   COUNTY. 

THE  meeting  held  in  Limerick  County  Courthouse  on 
December  29th,  1896,  was  one  of  the  most  impressive  of 
the  great  series  of  County  meetings.  It  was  summoned  by 
the  Earl  of  Dunraven,  Her  Majesty's  Lieutenant  of  the 
County,  who,  although  not  fully  agreeing — as  he  subse- 
quently explained  in  a  letter  to  the  Times — with  the 
findings  of  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  yet  felt  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  call  the  meeting,  in  response  to  a  requisi- 
tion representative  of  all  creeds  and  parties  in  the  County. 
The  following  is  the  list  of  the  signatories  to  the 
requisition : — 

The  Right  Worshipful  M.  Cusack,  Mayor  ;  the  High  Sheriff  ( J. 
P.Gaffney,  T.C.);  Lieutenant-Colonel  the  Hon.  Lionel  H.  Butler 
y,  County  High  Sheriff;  S.  B.  Quin,  J.P.,  High  Sheriff-elect ; 
Right  Rev.  Dr.  Graves,  Lord  Bishop  (Protestant  Episcopalian)  of 
Limerick,  Ardfert,  Aghadoe ;  Lord  Clarina,  General ;  Lord  Massy, 
Lord  Fermoy,  W.  Spillane,  J.P.,  D.L.,  ex-Mayor;  Sir  David 
Roche,  Bart.,  D.L. ;  the  Knight  of  Glin,  J.P.,  D.L.;  James  F. 
Bannatyne,  J.P.,  D.L. ;  J.  E.  Goodbody,  Esq. ;  T.  H.  Cleeve, 
J.P.,  H.C. :  Michael  Egan,  George's  Street ;  Robert  De  Ros  Rose, 
J.P.,  ex-High  Sheriff;  Rev.  Francis  Meredith,  Precentor,  St. 
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Mary's  Cathedral;  Rev.  D.  Hallina:  SL  Mary's;  W.  M. 

>or;  B.  OTtonoeU,  J.Pn  « 
Dow  lerraan,  ex-Mayor 

.irry,  J.i 

[,  Matters*  sw,  J.P.; 

K.  Carr,  'rdcn ;  John  Dundon,  Uw 

Agent,  Corporation ;    William  Holliday,   Managing  Direct' 

.raham,  M.D. 
Bent  Broadford  ;    J.  M'Incrney,  Chairman,    Lin 

dians ;  Archdeacon  O' Flanagan,  Adare ;  J.  Roche* 
M.  I.  Kenny,  T.G,  Major;  Win.  E.  Corbett, 
J.  J.  Anthony,  Manager,  M.  and  L.  Bank, 

aerman;  Alderma. 

ane.  Manager,  National  Bank,  Rathkeale  ;  Guy  &  Co.,  Ltd. ; 
s,  Canon  of  Lime  akcalc;  Francis  I 

!-phen  Pegum,  i     I.  Clcary,  Alderman, 

John  R. 

Hruff ;  John  Carroll,  O  K^ilmallock  Union  ; 

.;   I.   ll.mphill,  Canon,  Knockano 

Sub-Sher 

\\  hiic,  Colonel,  Rathkc  <  )1Shaughness> 

John  Guinane.    |.P.  ;   George  W.  Harris,  J.P.,  Manistcr;  John 
.  Lpughill;  John  K  Clark,  Rector  of  Rilnynn, 
ami  Canon  of  Linurick  ;  John  Ryan,  P.P.,  Glenroe ;  James  P. 
Roch-  rlei  110)000  m  ;  I..  J. 

Kigg  Fedamore;   John 

:lly,  B.L,  Fedamore ;  J  e^lamore ; 

Clifford,  J.P.,  Chairman,  Croom  Board  of  Guardians ;  Wm. 
Hift:  Kftin  ;  John  Gleev  Drumcolloghc: 

Cowan,   Manager,   Munster   and   Leinster  Bank;    David 
Hannigan,  J.P. ;   P.  E.  O'Donneil,   Solicitor,   Limerick;   J.  B. 
induffCa  xrrt  Sullivan,  J.P.,  Curraghmore ; 

kel  Cant\ .  P.,  Dromin  House ; 

Robert  deary,  Athlacca  ;  Robert  Coll,  Maidstone  Castle ;  \N'ni.  R. 

James  M*Coy,  P.Pn  Bulgaden; 

Edward  Gabbatt,  Can^  '.  the  Rectory,  Croom;  William 

ire ;  Edward  Tracey,  P.P.,  Askeaton ;  George 
Quain,  P.P.,  Athca  ;  William  Colbert 
gan,  J.P.,  Ballingarry ;  William  Downes,  J.P.,  Ballingarry  ; 

P.P.,  Croagh ;  Robert  Piggott,  Croagh ;  J.  B.  Mcehan, 
lames  S.  Gafihey,  Solicitor,  Limerick;  James 
loran,  Solicitor,  Limerick;  J.  1'.  Hall,  Solicitor,  Lime 
>garty,  C.E.,  Limerick;  Thomas  H.  Kenny,  Solicitor ;  Ralph 
Nash,  T.C.,  Solicitor ;  Rev.  Joseph  F.  Hanrahan,  (X&A^  1 

s    Priory,    Limerick ;    K.   O'Callaghan    and  Son, 
:.ck  ,    K.  Decretory,  Trades'  Council    and 
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Labour  Leagu  .  l\  Meehan.  D.D..  P.P..  Kilmallo.  k  :   1'.  }. 

imara,  M.D.,  J.I1.,  Kilmallock  ;  I1.  I.  Clery,  M.B.,  Kil- 
mallock;  Rev.  H.  K.  H. 

ropp,  B.A.,  T.C.D.,  Spring  Fort;  I.  Massey  Westropp, 
Colo  m  Park;  C.  M'Namara,  P.P.,  V.G.,  Bruff:  K  v.  1'. 

lughnessy,  P.P.,  Bruff;  Rc\  rby,  P.P.,  PatnrK.swell; 

i  he  Courthouse,"  \  •:« -si -ntativc,  on  the  day 

of  the  meeting,  "was  crowded  with  the  nobility,  gentry,  and 
the  in  ,  and  he  might  have  added  the  farmers  and  working- 

men  of  the  city  and  county.  There  were  many  ladies  also 
present.  The  great  speech  of  the  Bishop,  which  was  splendidly 
delivered,  roused  general  admiration  and  applause."  Close  to  the 
appointed  time,  one  o'clock,  on  the  motion  of  the  Mayor  of 

nek,  seconded  by  the  County  High  Sheriff,  the  chair  was 
taken,  amid  applause,  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County,  the 
Right  Hon.  the  Earl  of  Dunraven,  K.P.  Among  those  pi 
were : — Most  Rev.  Ur.  O'Dwyer,  Lord  Bishop  of  Limerick  ;  the 
Right  Worshipful  the  Mayor  of  Limerick  (Mr.  Cusack) ;  the 
County  High  Sheriff  (Col.  the  Hon.  L.  B.  Massey) ;  the  City 
High  Sheriff  (Mr.  Joseph  Gaffney) ;  the  Right  Hon.  Lord  Massey, 
the  Right  Hon.  Lord  Fermoy,  the  Ven.  Archdeacon  Hamilton, 
Very  Rev.  Dr.  Shanahan,  P.P.,  V.G. ;  Sir  David  Roche,  J 
the  Knight  of  Glin,  D.L.;  Messrs.  F.  A.  O'Keeffe,  M.P. ;  John 
Finucane,  M.P. ;  Thomas  Lough,  M.P. :  John  Daly,  John  ( 

.  J.P. ;  General  Creagh,  J.P. ;  J.  B.  Atkinson,  J.P.  ;  John 
B.  Hewson,  J.P.;  J.  F.  Bannatyne,  D.L. ;  J.  J.  CK 
Alderman  Kenna,  Captain  Verschoyle,  William  Hunt,  J.P. ;  John 
A.  Place,  M.  Donnelly,  T.C. ;  Dr.  O'Neill,  Very  Rev.  Dr. 
Hallinan,  P.P. ;  William  Leahy,  solicitor ;  C.  F.  Doyle,  B.L. ; 
William  Beauchamp,  J.  F.  Cosgrave,  H.  Blackall,  J.  Guinane,  J.P. ; 

)yle,  James  Gaffney,  J.  Kearney,  R.  Fogarty,  C.E. ;  Rev. 
D.  Shanahan,  P.P.;  Rev.  T.  Lee,  Adm. ;  J.  Anglim,  T.C. ; 
M.  Egan,  |.  Dlood,  Rev.  Father  Hanrahan,  O.S.A.;  T.  Mitchell, 
J.P. ;  Rev.  L.  Gleeson,  P.P.;  Rev.  Father  M'Coy,  P.P.  ;  C.  H. 

Sub-Sheriff;  John  M'Inerney,  Chairman,  Limerick  Board  of 
Guardians  ;  James  Frost,  J.P. ;  Cecil  Vandeleur,  J.P. ;  D.  Nel- 
son, T.C. ;  A.  Hall,  jun. ;  R.  Nash,  W.  M.  Nolan,  Town  Clerk  ; 

llane,  J.  O'Grady  Delmege,  D.L.  ;  J.  B.  Barrington,  < 

.rrington,  solicitor;  Peter  Fitzgerald,  J.P.  ;  G.  L.  Sheehy, 

O'Donnell,  J.  D.  Clifford,  J.P.,  Chairman,  Croom  Board  of 
Guardians;  Michael  Spain,  T.C.;  R.  A.  Brophy,  Alex.  Shaw, 
P.  O'Shaughnessy,  J.P. ;  Alderman  Gaffney,  J.P. ;  C.  Foran, 
J.  Kevelehan,  T.C. ;  W.  McDonnell,  T.C. ;  Rev.  J.  O'Connor, 
C.C.;  Rev.  J.  Carroll,  C.C. ;  Colonel  Kirby,  John  Lloyd,  Dr. 
Grehan,  Rev.  J.  Griffin,  C.C. ;  R.  J.  Kennedy,  J.P. ;  J.  J. 
McCarthy,  P.  E.  Burke,  J.P.;  G.  K.  Ryan,  C.E.;  Rev.  Mr. 
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,  1 )    |  V.  Lynch,  Very  Rer.  A.  Murphy, 

iy,   O.S.A.;    Rev.    Father  Knowle*.    O. 
mdon,  s  -1.   R.  Copeland,   Major  Walton, 

oodhouse.  A.   Murray, 

i    A.  Power,  the  Very  Rev.  Guardian,  Franciscan 
Con\  <  June-,  Very  Rev.  Dr.  Shanahan,  J.  Vaughan, 

etc.,  etc. 

The  MAYOR  said:— As  Mayor  of  Limerick  I  bid  you,  Lord 

,   welcome  to  this  our  an  this  import int 

occasion  to  meet  all  the  flower  of  the  County  and  City  of  Limerick. 

have  all  around  you  the  nobility  and  gentry,  and  the  merchants 
of  t:  come  here  to  demand  from  England  simple 

e,  and  when  we  come  here  for  one  definite  object  there  is 
no  doubt  that  the  English  people,  through  the  Legislature, 
cannot  refuse  our  petition. 

LORD  DUNRAVEN  said  : — My  lords  and  gentlemen,  this  meeting 
has  been  called  in  pursuance  of  a  very  largely  and  influentially 
signed  request  to  me  that  a  meeting  of  the  County  and  City  of 
Limerick  should  be  held  to  consider  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  that  inquired  into  the  Financial  Relations  between 
<  '.un  and  Ireland.  That  requisition  was  very  numerously 

signed,  very  representatively  signed,  the  names  including  all  the 
most  representative  men  both  of  the  County  and  of  the  City,  and  in 
the  position  which  I  have  the  honour  to  hold  in  connection  with  the 
County  and  tl.  have  felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to  give  the  most 

prompt  effect  in  my  power  to  the  requisition  that  was  placed 
before  me.  After  consulting  with  those  who  were  best  able  to 
judge  in  the  matter,  we  fixed  upon  to-day  as  a  suitable  date  for 
this  meeting ;  and  if  the  time  that  has  elapsed  between  the  re 

reaching  me  is  unfortunately  short  to  any  gentleman,  I  hope 
they  will  attribute  it  to  the  true  cause — that  is,  my  great  desire  to 
give  as  prompt  effect  as  possible  to  the  wishes  that  were  brought 
before  me.  My  lords  and  gentlemen,  there  are  only  two  remarks 
I  would,  with  your  permission,  like  to  make — not  that  I  think  they 
are  particularly  pertinent  to  the  resolutions  that  will  be  moved  or 
to  this  meeting,  but  purely  general  remarks  that  occur  to  me.  One 
is  that  I  think  we  are  justified  in  assuming  that  the  Government 
are  looking  towards  us  and  listening  to  us  at  any  rate  with  an  un- 
prejudiced  eye,  and  with,  I  tbink  and  hope,  a  sympathetic  ear  and 
an  open  mind.  And  I  think  in  all  public  matters  it  is  well  to 
bear  in  mind  that  public  opinion— that  is  to  say  the  opinion  of 
persons  who  are  unable  and  have  not  the  opportunity  of  inquiring 
critically  into  technical  matters  of  great  complexity— is  very 
apt  to  be  very  largely  formed  upon  an  instinct  in  human  nature, 
which  is  a  true  instinct,  that  the  strength  of  a  case  is  very  often 
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indicated  by  the  moderation  of  the  tone  in  which  it  is  put  forward. 

itions  which  will  be  submitted  to  the  mc< 
and  if  any  gentleman  present  has  any  other  resolution  that  he 

s  submitted,  I  should  be  glad  if  he  will  send  it  up  i 
together  with  the  names  of  the  proposer  and  seconder  ;  and  if  any 
Vmen  wish  to  speak  to  the  resolutions  that  will  be  put  to  the 

!  shall  be  obliged  also  if  they  will  send  me  up  their  n 

Mr.  WILLIAM  NOLAN  (Town  Clerk)  read  a  number  of  K-tters  of 

apology    from    noblemen  and    gentlemen,    who    all    expressed 

sympathy  with  the  meeting — Most  Rev.  Dr.  Graves,  Protestant 

i  '.ishop  of  Limerick,  Kerry,  and  Aghado  ;  Very  Rev. 

Archdeacon  Flanagan,  P.P.,  Adare  ;  Very  Rev.  Dean  Bunbtiry, 

rick  ;  Rev.  Precentor  Meredith,  Rev.  Canon  Wills,  Rathkeale  ; 
Rev.  Mr.  Dowd,  Sir  Stephen  De  Vere,  Messrs.  Richard  Bomb-, 
D.L.  ;  Roche  Kelly,  D.L. ;  M.  Austin,  M.P. ;  Lord  Clarina,  and 
Mr.  D.  M.  Maunsell,  Rathkeale,  who  wrote: — "When  all  p 
and  creeds  in  Ireland  demand  the  remission  of  the  unjust 
taxation  of  this  country,  they  must  eventually  succeed." 

A-ARD  WM.  O'BRIEN,  D.L.,  Cahirmoyle,  wrote  :— "  I 
regard  it  as  the  duty  of  every  Irishman,  whatsoever  his  political 
opinions,  to  join  in  pressing  on  the  Government,  temperately  but 
firmly,  the  necessity  for  taking  immediate  steps  to  redress  the 
pressing  grievances  under  which  our  country  labours.  It  seems  to 
be  proved  beyond  dispute  that  as  a  partner  in  the  Empire  we  are 
taxed  beyond  our  proper  proportion  to  the  extent  at  least  of  two 
and  three-quarter  millions  a  year." 

The  Right  Hon.  LORD  MONTEAGLE  wrote  : — "  Ireland's  position 
as  a  separate  financial  entity  was  recognised  in  the  Act  of  Union, 
and  has  never  been  surrendered  since,  nor  can  I  see  any  reason  in 
her  present  circumstances  for  abandoning  it;  moreover,  it  is 
practically  impossible  that  any  county  or  district  in  England  can 
be  in  such  a  position.  Again,  it  is  admitted  even  by  the  advo 
of  the  English  case,  firstly,  that  Ireland  has  suffered  in  the  past 
from  errors  even  of  such  great  financiers  as  Mr.  Pitt,  in  1800,  and 
Mr.  Gladstone  in  the  period  between  1850  and  1860;  and, secondly, 
that  present  circumstances  entitle  her  to  some  concession.  The 
amount  of  concession  which  she  may  fairly  claim  is  too  intricate 
and  difficult  a  question  for  discussion  on  the  platform  or  in  a  letter 
of  apology,  but  it  obviously  turns  largely  on  trie  inclusion  or 
exclusion  of  expenditure  in  making  the  calculation,  and  I  feel 
bound  to  express  my  opinion  that  this  is  an  essential  element  of 
Financial  Relations  which  cannot  be  ignored.  This  side  of  the 
question,  which  was  not  referred  to  in  the  recent  Commission, 
must  be  thoroughly  investigated  before  a  sound  judgment  seems 
to  me  possible  on  the  whole  case.  But  with  this  reservation  I  must 
cordially  join  in  demanding  the  immediate  attention  of  the 
Government  to  this  most  important  question." 
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The  Most  1<  O'DwvER— My  lords,  ladies,  and  gentle- 

I  may  appear  to  tome  of  you  more  or  leu  out  of  place  at 

The  questions  which  you   are  here 

to-day  to  discuss  lie  so  entirely  outside  the  sphere  of  a  bishop's 
iry  occupations,  that  it  may  seem  strange  to  you  t 

v  be  present  at  this  meeting,  but  venture  to  assume 

i  of  proposing  the  first  resolution.    That 

<r  a  moment,  but  only  for  a 

moment,  for  on  reflection.  I  saw  that  the  issues  that  are  here 
t  supreme  importance,  and  go  to  the  very  founda- 
on  which  every  interest  in  the  country  must  rest 

A  STRUGGLE  FOR  EXISTENCE.— THE  UNION  OP  PARTIES. 

It  seems  to  me  that  this  movement  at  the  initial  stage  of  which 
we  are  engaged  is  nothing  less  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  people 
than  a  struggle  for  existence,  and  I  say  to  myself  homo  sum,  I  too 
am  a  taxpayer,  and  there  is  no  grievance  of  the  taxpayer  that  it 
a  stranger  to  me.  Now,  gentlemen,  we  are  not  here,  as  we  have 
been  assembled  together,  to  redress .  the  grievances  of 
any  one  class  of  the  com  or  to  abate  what  we  may 

have  thought    the   excessive  privileges   of   any  class,   but  we 

ore  to  put  a  stop  to  a  system  which,  if  it  continues,  and 
is  allowed  to  grow,  will  make  living  impossible  in  Ireland  for 
class ;  and  I  believe  it  is  the  instinctive  apprehension  of 
that  great  issn  i  brought  here  together  in  this  union,  men 

who  never — at  least  within  my  recollection — stood  together  on  a 
common  platform  :  it  has  given  us  this  union  of  Irishmen  that  I 

•  hoped  to  live  to  see,  and  with  regard  to  it  I  will  say  from 
my  heart  csto  fxrpttua.  I  have  seen  it  stated  on  the  part  of  some 
persons  who  are  actively  engaged  in  this  movement  that  it  is 

ly  the  outcome  of  a  feeling  of  resentment  against  the  present 
Government  for  recent  land  legislation.  With  regard  to  that  I 
would  say,  th.it  I  cannot  judge  what  is  in  any  man's  mind,  hut 
while  I  have  a  far  simpler  and  more  natural  explanation  of 
actions,  I  am  not  driven  to  any  theory  of  that  kind.  Now,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  times,  hard  as  they  have  been  for  many 
years,  have  been  especially  hard  on  the  Irish  landlords.  They 

i  decreasing  revenue,  the  constant  burden  of  taxation, 

a  wt aider  that  that  class,  finding  by  the  report  of  the 

.ssion,  that  the  burden  of  taxation, 

which  has  been  crushing  them  to  the  ground,  was  not  only 
oppressive  but  unjust,  should  rise  up  as  one  man,  to 

shake  it  off  their  shoulders  if  they  could?  On  the  other  hand,  we 
have  been  told  that  many  of  our  fellow-countrymen,  who  hitherto 
have  been  what  is  called  Unionists,  are  not  sincere  in  t: 
has  been  said  that  they  are  simply  encouraging  this  movement  in 
order  to  distract  the  attention  of  the  Irish  people  from  the  great 
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political  questions  on  which  it  has  been  fixed  for  many  years. 

regard  to  that  I  would  venture  to  make  another  ami  similar 
remark  to  what  I  have  said  of  the  other  category.  For  myself  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  Conserva:  <:ome 

into  this  movement  insincerely  and  dishonestly.  1  never  will 
believe  that.  We  may  differ  from  them.  We  have  fought  then 
openly.  Yet  they  are  Irishmen  ;  they  are  gentK :  1  I  do  not 

believe  they  would  descend  to  deceive  and  betray  their  fellow- 
countrymen.  For  my  own  part,  I  believe  that  this  is  a  genuine 
and  honest  movement;  and  if  I  did  not  believe  in  it  I  would  not 
take  part  in  it.  But  I  will  venture  to  add  this,  that  ii  any  man  in 

d  is  so  foolish  as  to  imagine  that  the  spirit  which 
meetings  will  evoke  in  Ireland  can  be  allayed  at  pleasure  by  any 
man,  he  will  find  himself  wofully  mistaken.  Either  of  two  things 
will  happen — either  the  English  Parliament  by  a  great  and  signal 
act  of  justice  will  redress  this  grievance,  or  you  will  find  that  you 
are  laying  the  foundations  during  these  days  of  the  broadest,  the 
soundest,  and  the  truest  national  movement  you  have  had  in 

uffor  a  hundred  years. 

THE   REVELATIONS   OF   THE  COMMISSION. 

Now,  my  lords  and  gentlemen,  this  Report  of  the  Financial 
Relations  Commission  marks  an  epoch  in  the  history  of  the 
country.  It  has  been  a  revelation — absolutely  a  revelation  for 
many  of  us,  and  it  has  shown  us  beyond  yea  or  nay  that  this 
country  is  being  absolutely  ruined  by  a  system  of  taxation  that  is 
draining  her  very  life-blood.  That  Report  of  the  Financial  Rela- 
tions Commission  has  been  made.  That  is  the  first  fact,  and 
it  never  can  be  unmade.  It  is  a  very  ugly  and  very  inconvenient 
fact  for  the  English  Government  of  Ireland,  for  it  must  be  a  very 
unpleasant  thing  for  a  people,  such  as  that  of  England,  that  have 
been  posing  before  the  world  as  a  beneficent  and  philanthropic 
nation  that  have  relieved  the  unfortunate  Irish  of  the  management 
of  their  own  affairs,  for  the  sole  and  whole  purpose  of  pouring  the 
wealth  of  England  into  our  miserable  lap,  it  must  be  a  very  un- 
pleasant thing  to  be  convicted  before  the  whole  world  of  systematic 
plunder  and  of  dooming  us  by  a  system  of  taxation  to  inevitable 
ruin.  This  Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Commission  ex- 
plains many  things  for  us.  English  statesmen  for  many  years 
have  been  legislating  for  us,  and  every  piece  of  legislation  was  to 
bring  the  millennium,  and  yet  the  millennium  has  not  come.  We 
have  had  laws  that  were  drastic,  far-reaching  in  their  effects,  and 
wide  in  their  principles,  and  yet  somehow  or  other  the  country 
does  not  appear  to  be  much  the  better  of  them.  You  have  had  the 
Land  Laws,  over  which  we  had  a  desperate  struggle  in  the  country 
for  many  years.  Many  landlords  have  thought  them  revolutionary 
and  socialistic,  and  many  of  them  have  been  brought  to  the  verge 


of  ruin  by  th<  m  ;  and  yet  are  the  farmers  of  Ireland  richer  to-day 

'•an  ago?    Am!  if  you  explain  the  \> 
of  the  farmers  by  competition  with  foreign  countr'o  in  agnail- 

,  ask  yourselves  are  the  shopkeepers  richer,  a 
commercial  classes  Look  around  in  Ireland  and  show  any 

class  of  the  whole  community  that  is  prospering.    The  trut 

there  has  been  a  blight  over  every  interest  in  the 

Passing  what  they  call  ameliorative  measures  for  Ireland 

has  been  like  into  a  sieve.    The  country  held 

it  has  been  drained  of  its  very  lifcblood  by  this  In. 
system  01  i.     Now,  with  regard  to  the  Report  th.. 

s  Commission  has  made,  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  or  desirable  at  a  meeting  of  this  kind  to  go  into  details 
as  to  the  evidence  which  they  received  and  on  which  they  based 

ito  the  principles  that  governed 
:i  mi  ings  ;  but  I  will  make  this  remark,  that  no  one, 
as  far  as  I  know,  has  ventured  to  question  the  entire  competency 
of  the  Commission.  All  its  members  were  men  of  conspicuous 
ability,  and  amongst  the  majority  of  them,  who  were  Englishmen, 
there  were  experts  of  the  highest  eminence  in  financial  m 
and,  furthermore,  if  that  Commission — il  those  experts  at  least  on 
it — had  any  bias  it  would  be  in  favour  of  England  and  of  the 
English  Treasury  as  against  Ireland.  There  is  this  further  remark 
to  be  made :  since  this  discussion  has  arisen  the  reference  under 
which  the  Co:  -rs  held  their  inquiry  has  been  criticised, 

arui  it  has  been  held  that  they  were  limited  to  look  into  the  ques- 
tion in  relation  to  Home  Rule,  or  in  regard  to  Ireland  as  a 
separate  taxable  entity.  But  excepting  the  reference,  as  far  as  I 
know,  no  one  has  ventured  to  impugn  the  validity  of  their  con- 
ms  as  they  have  drawn  them  from  the  evidence  they  received. 
Now,  what  do  they  find  ?  Coming  to  the  fifth  point  of  their  find- 
•  all  the  essential  part  of  them,  they  state  that, 
"  While  the  actual  tax  revenue  of  Ireland  is  about  one-eleventh  of 
that  of  (Jreat  Britain,  the  relative  taxable  capacity  of  Irel.i- 
very  much  smaller,  and  is  not  estimated  by  any  one  of  us  to 
exceed  one-twentieth."  And  the  result  of  that  excessive  taxation 
by  which  that  Commission  of  experts  found  that  Ireland  has  been 
nearly  double  her  legitimate  taxation,  at  the  very 
lowest  estimate,  that  tots  up  to  a  sum  of  between  two  and  three 
millions  of  money — at  the  present  time  very  nearly  three  mil- 
lions of  money.  And,  furthermore,  that  excessive  taxation  is 
a  growing  and  constantly  increasing  quantity,  and  according  as 
Ireland  gets  poorer  England  gets  richer.  And  if,  gentlemen,  you 
allow  your  minds  to  dwell  for  a  few  minutes  on  that  sum  of  money, 
and  then  tot  up  what  it  would  have  amounted  to,  say  since  1853, 

<>f  taxation  got  its  final  shape,  «: 
to  the  present  what  a  sum  of  money  it  would  amount  if 
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-  the  well-being  of  this  country ;  what  an 
nt  of  comfort  it  would  have  diffused  in  millions  of  h 
and  when  you  think  of  what  Ireland  miuhtbe  had  she  got  ordinary 
nniliatine,  it  is  exa  ,  to  see  t!  with 

i  statesmen  have  proposed  to  deal  with  the  qu< 
Nh  poverty.    Talk  about  their  Congested  Districts  Board,  of 
which  we  hear  so  much,  and  their  paltry  ^40,000  a  year ;  talk 
about  this  Board  of  Agriculture  that  we  are  promised,  and  all  the 
ies  that  are  put  before  us  for  knitting  stockings  and  ii 
tter  breeds  of  fowls — it  is  absolutely  exasperating  to  a  p 
.re  being  bled  to  death,  and  who  are  asking  not  to  be  killed 
by  kindness,  but  to  be  let  live  by  justice. 

THE   ANSWER. 

And  then  when  they  propose  to  answer  that  unan 
able  case  of  Ireland  they  tell  you,  "  Oh,  where  is  the  wrong  ? 
There  are  no  taxes  in  Ireland  that  there  are  not  in  Eng- 
land. Let  an  Irishman  go  to  live  in  London  and  he  will  pay 
the  same  taxes  that  he  pays  in  Ireland,  no  more  and  no 
But  they  did  not  add  that,  man  for  man,  the  average  of  wraith 
over  the  provision  for  living  in  England  is  very  different  from 
what  it  is  in  Ireland ;  and  if  the  four  and  a-half  millions  of  the 
Irish  people  were  born  not  in  this  country,  governed  and  im- 
poverished as  it  has  been,  but  were  Englishmen  born  and  living, 
they  would  not  be  the  nation  of  paupers  that  they  are.  Then 
ajiain,  gentlemen,  they  say  to  you  :  "  Quite  true,  the  incidence  of 
taxation  everyone  knows  falls  more  heavily  upon  the  poor  man 
than  upon  the  rich  man.  But  that  is  not  a  question,"  they  say, 
"of  country,  it  is  a  question  of  class."  But  again,  unfortunately, 
the  class  and  the  country  coincide  here.  Ireland  is  a  poor  country, 
England  is  a  rich  country,  and,  therefore,  the  incidence  of  tax- 
ation falls  not  upon  a  class  in  Ireland,  or  a  class  in  society  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  but  upon  that  geographical  unit  that  we  call 
the  kingdom  of  Ireland,  and  that  we  recognise  as  a  separate 
entity.  And  there  is  the  only  argument  that  is  worth  discussing 
as  far  as  the  question  presents  itself  to  my  poor  intelligence. 
They  say,  "  What  the  Financial  Relations  Commission  has  found 
is  true  and  just,  you  are  paying  excessive  taxation  and  you  are  the 
poorer  for  it,  but  it  cannot  be  helped,  Ireland  is  not  a  separate 
fiscal  entity  from  England.  You  cannot  discriminate  between 
the  taxation  of  one  country  and  the  other,  and  it  would  be  just  as 
reasonable  for  Dorsetshire  or  Wiltshire  to  complain  of  its  taxation 
as  it  is  for  the  Irish  people."  Now,  in  that  argument  I  believe  is 
the  key  of  the  situation,  and  it  is  round  that  that  the  fighting  will 
take  place.  But  I  venture  to  submit  that  Ireland  is  a  separate 
taxable  and  fiscal  entity,  and  I  would  ask  any  gentleman  here 
who  read  the  letters  on  this  point  of-  Mr.  Morley  in  the  London 
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to  lay  if  any  answer  whatsoever  has  been  given  tothet 
have  seen  no  answer,  nor  an  attempt  at  an  answer 

4  or  nay  that  in  the  very  Act  of  Union,  in  v. 
financial  wrong  began,  provision  was  made  for  the  relief  of  Ireland 
according  as  her  circumstances  required,  by  such  exemption  and 
tbtttmff*  of  taxation  as  the  circumstances  of  the  country 

Those  were  the  very  words  of  the  Act  of  I 
.,  again,  in  1816  the  Exchequers  of  the  two  cou 
amalgamated,  and  it  was  decided  that  no  longer  was 
lotion  between  the  taxation  of  the  two  cou: 
same  saving  clause  was  introduced,  and    we  were  to 
or  exemptions  and  abatements  the  circumstances  of 
country  required.    And  again  in   1864  when  this  question  was 
referred  to  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  the  same  right 
.<•  part  of  Ireland  was  recognised.    And  tell  me,  gentlemen, 
iot  a  matter  of  notoriety  that  the  income  tax  was  put  upon 
>h  people  for  many  years  before  it  was  extended  to 
Ireland  ?    And  it  was  not  extended  to  Ireland  on  account  of  the 
recognition  of  our  right  to  special  treatment ;  and  when  it  was  first 
put  on  in  1853,  did  not  dstone  state  that  it  was  to  be  a 

mere  temporary  measure,  and  is  not  its  maintenance  a  violation 
of  that  undertaking  ?    Therefore  it  is  too  late  in  the  day  t 
:  Ireland  is  not  a  separate  taxable  entitv.     I  will  go  f, 
i  will  say  this,  that  if  it  were  the  necessary  and  logical  con- 
\\  from  English  legislation,  no  matter  how  old,  no  matter 
how  consistent,  it  would  be  absolutely  worthless,  because  God 
•contradict  it     It  is  vain  to  tell  us  that  we  are  one 
Kngland  in  the  sense  that  Dorsetshire  and  Wiltshire  are  one ! 
England  may  rule  us,  England  may  rob  us,  but  while  the  four 
seas  roll  round  Ireland  and  the  grass  grows  green  we  are,  and 
ever  shall  be,  a  nation.    Therefore  I  say,  gentlemen,  that  there  is 
no  political  wisdom,  there  is  no  common  sense  in  trying  to  bolster 
up  a  bad  case  by  flying  in  the  face  of  nature  by  statements  of  that 

IRISH   UNIONISTS  AND  THE  QUESTION. 

For  us,  Irishmen,  to  whom  the  maintenance  of  the  claim  to 
nationhood  is  the  inheritance  of  ages,  those  sophisms  mak< 
little  difference;   but  for  our  countrymen   who  have  iden 

selves  with  the  cause  of  the  Union  they  are  inconvenient, 
•  cry  inconvci  ed.      For  let  us  assume  now 

moment  that  Ireland  is  not  a  separate  taxable  entity,  that  we  have 
no  right  to  have  a  discrimination  between  our  taxes  and  the  taxes 
of  England,  and  then  ask  why  so  ;  is  that  in  the  nature  « 
Obviously  not ;  and  the  only  explanation  of  it  will  be  that  it  i 
necessary  and  logical   result  of  the  Legislative  Union  between 
England  and  Ireland.    That  answer  will  tell  you  that  no  u 
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how  true  the  findings  of  the  Financial  Relations  Commission  may 
,01111  h    Ireland   is    paving   three  millions   a    \<  1  her 

ropprtion,  though   that   is   an  increu^;n-    burden,   iho 
will  inevitably  ruin  her,  though  its  consequences  are  to  be  seen 
in  a  dwindling  population,  in  ling  commerce,  in  t 

cry  class  in  the  whole  community,   yet  it  is  u  .  lor  it 

e  price  that  Ireland  has  to    pay  for  being  united  in  one 
ment   with   England.     Now,  gentlemen,   there  arc  many  of 
:io  consider  that  union  with  England  is  dear  at  any  pric« 
will  be  now  for  the  Unionists  of  Ireland  to  say  whether   it  is 
worth  the  money  that  they  are  asked  to  pay  for  it.     Their  own 
political  party  is  in  power,  and  in  the  course  of  a  .ceks 

they  will  be  confronted  directly  with  the  question,  and  they  will 
have  to  say  yes  or  no  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  in  particular 
to  the  Unionists  of  Ireland,  whether  their  answer  is  the  ans 
the  London  Times.  And  if  it  is  it  will  be  for  the  Irish  gentry  to 
determine  whether  they  are  put  in  a  position  consistent  either 
with  their  honour  or  their  interests.  My  own  honest  individual 
opinion  is  this — that  the  English  Government  will  not  deal  fauly 
with  this  question.  They  will  probably  put  us  off  with  some 
other  Commission  or  some  other  committee  of  inquiry,  or  they 
give  us  a  long  debate  upon  the  subject  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  some  minister  will  get  up  and  butter  the  Irish  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  say  they  have  made  a  great  and  powerful  case, 
and  they  will  request  them  to  be  satisfied  with  the  moral  impres- 
sion they  have  made.  But  I  venture  to  think  that  when  the  next 
session  of  Parliament  is  over  it  will  be  very  barren  in  pecuniary 
results.  If  you  go  to  the  English  Parliament  and  show  them  an 
Irish  fund — a  peculiarly  Irish  fund  that  may  be  used  to  relieve 
them  of  Imperial  obligations  to  us — they  will  be  very  generous. 
Or  if  you  show  them  how  they  may  fleece  one  class  of  irishmen 
to  put  a  coat  on  the  back  of  another  class  of  Irishmen,  they  will 
act  entirely  to  your  satisfaction.  But  when  it  comes  to  be  a  question 
between  England  and  Ireland,  remember,  gentlemen,  the  wrong- 
doer is  both  the  judge  and  the  jury. 

AN  APPEAL  TO  THE  IRISH  GENTRY. 

Therefore  I  must  say  personally  that  I  have  very  little  hopes 
from  the  Parliamentary  ventilation  of  this  grievance.  But  if  you 
want  to  get  satisfaction,  if  you  want  to  live  in  Ireland,  be  men, 
stand  together,  and  act  in  the  spirit  of  the  fine  words  of  Ix>rd 
Castletown  of  Upper  Ossory.  He  went  to  Boston  for  a  precedent ; 
perhaps  you  would  rather  look  at  home.  If  you  do,  you  Irish 
gentry  of  this  time,  look  to  Charlemont  and  the  Volunteers  of 
1782.  Look  to  Grattan  and  the  Irish  gentry  in  your  own  Irish 
Parl iament,  and  they  will  show  you  the  way  to  get  justice  for 
Ireland.  Now,  as  1  said  in  the  beginning  of  my  remarks,  it  is  to 


ntnty 

'.  matter  of  intense  pleasure  to  stand  here,  a  Catholic  Bishop, 

Jtcttont  and   Conservative  gentry  c; 
•  v,  and  see  all  classes  of  my  fellow-citizens  sinking 
rente  and  standing  shoulder  to  shouMcr  a* 
tld  presume  to  say  to  these  Conserv.  men  th.i- 

are  now  again  by  a  great  chance,  it  may  be  by  the  Providence  of 
God,  in  t.-..-.r  true  position  at  the  head  of  the  people  « 

have  put  their  hand  to  the  plough ;    there  is  a  Ion« 
before  them.     Let  them  not  look  back,  let  them  be  true  to  Ireland 
and  •  inselves,  and  they  will  deserve  well  of  their  country, 

will  have  done  their  part  to  consolidate  their  union 
fellow-countrymen,  and  to  redress  one  of  the  greatest  griev- 
ances, one  of  the  grossest  injustices  that  has  ever  been  revealed  in 
the  maladministration  of  this  unfortunate  country.  And,  now, 
my  lords  and  gentlemen,  I  have  the  honour  to  propose  the  first 
resolution,  which  is  as  follows . — 

•*  Resolved— That  whereas  it  appears  from  the  Report  of 
Majesty's  Commission   appoinu  lire  into  the  fin 

ons  between  Great  Britain   and    Ircl.in  1,  that   Ireland  has 
been  11  unjustly  taxed  in  the  increase  of  taxation  im- 

posed on  them — be  it  therefore  resolved  that  we,  representing 
em  of  the  County  and  Chy  of  Limerick,  at  this  meeting 
call  on  Her  Majesty's  Government,  immediately  after  the  assemb- 
ling •  icnt  next  Session,  to  give  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  their  earnest  attention  with  a  view  to  the  immediate 
1  from  this  cxressivc  taxation ;  and  we  also  call 
upon  the  Irish  representatives,  irrespective  of  party,  to  un 

Parliament  on  this  most  important  subject 
until  it  has  been  finally  settled  on  an  equitable  basis." 

The  Right  Hon.  LORD  FERMOY  said  be  bad  been  asked  to 
second  the  resolution  which  had  been  so  ably  and  so  magni- 

•'.y  proposed  by  the  Bishop  of  Limerick,  and  he  wil 
responded  to  that  request  in  the  hope  of  click -113  a  unanimous 
expression  of  opinion  from  all  classes  of  the  county  and  city  on 
this  most  important  subject  It  had  been  for  a  long  time  evident 
to  everyone  that  there  was  something  very  wrong  in  the  relations 
between  the  two  countries,  when  they  found  the  governing  country 
growing  enormously  in  wealth  and  population,  and  Ireland 
decreasing  most  seriously  both  in  its  wealth  and  population,  and 
it  was  only  after  a  most  searching  inquiry  that  it  had  been  proved 
to  demonstration  that  Great  Britain  had  been  over-taxing  Ireland 
for  generations.  That  subject  had  been  brought  to  light  by  ihe 

.d  by  the  Royal  Commission,  the  appointment  of  v, 
he  hoped  he  was  not  too  sanguine  in  thinking  was  evidence  of  a 
desire  on  the  pan  of  Great  Britain  to  do  justice  to  Ireland.    The 
mission    had    almost   unanimously  pronounced    judg 
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against  the  present  system  of  taxation  for  Imperial  purposes,  on 
the  ground  that  it  had  taen  for  many  years  unfairly  assessed  to  a 
a  very  excessive  amount  upon  Ireland.  The  conclusions  of  the 
Commission  had  abundantly  confirmed  the  evidence  of  many 
able  and  skilled  experts.  It  was  not  sufficient,  hov.  :  the 

evidence  had  been  published  in  the  Blue  Book.     It  was  of  the 
first  importance  that  the  people  of  Ireland,  who  were  so  profoundly 
interested  in  the  matter,  and  who  had  so  long  felt  the  inj 
under  which  they  had  suffered,  should  now  make  a  strong,  un.mi- 
mous  demand  on  Great  Britain  to  secure  the  revision  of  a 
unfair  of  taxation.     He  did  not  believe  there  was  a  ^ 

man  in  that  large  assembly  thought  this  time  last  year  that  Ireland 
would  now  be  speaking  as  one  man  ;  would  be  acting  as  one 
man  ;  and  he  implored  each  and  every  section  of  the  community 
to  continue  so.  Then  they  would  have  fair  taxation,  their 
industries  would  be  re-established,  their  population  would  in- 
crease, and  there  would  then  open  to  the  nation  a  prospect  that  no 
men  in  that  assembly  thought  of  a  very  short  time  ago. 

Mr.  THOMAS  LOUGH,  M.P.,  said  the  Report  of  the  Fina: 
Relations  Commission  was  a  fair  report,  and  all  parties  were  repre- 
sented on  the  Commission.  They  had  often  too  much  rhetoric  in 
Ireland,  but  this  Report  only  dealt  with  facts.  It  was  full  of 
figures,  and  who  had  supplied  them  ?  The  Government  of  the 
country  for  the  last  one  hundred  years.  They  had  had  to  go  into 
their  archives  and  get  figures  which  nobody  dreamed  existed ;  and 
the  greatest  service  this  Commission  had  done  was  to  provide  the 
figures  relating  to  the  Government  of  Ireland  for  the  last  eighty 
years.  People  might  say,  "We  have  had  all  that."  No,  they 
had  not  That  was  the  mysterious  thing  which  this  Report  had 
brought  to  light;  they  had  not  had  the  facts  in  Ireland  for 
seventy-eight  years.  He  wished  them  to  notice  another  point 
which  Irishmen  were  all  overlooking. 

CHANGES    IN   TAXATION — GREAT   BRITAIN    AND   IRELAND  : 
A    CONTRAST. 

In  Great  Britain  the  taxes  had  been  constantly  reduced.  In 
Ireland  they  had  been  constantly  raised.  In  eighty  years  there 
had  been  a  steady  reduction  of  taxation  in  England — a  reduction 
in  amount  and  a  reduction  in  particular  taxes.  Take  the  whiskey 
tax.  It  was  us.  in  Great  Britain  in  the  beginning  of  the  century, 
and  was  now  xos.  6d. ;  tobacco,  about  125.  reduced  to  35. ;  income 
tax  about  25.  reduced  to  8d.  But  in  Ireland  the  whiskey  tax  had 
been  raised,  the  tobacco  tax  had  been  raised  from  is.  to  35.,  and 
the  income  tax  invented  and  placed  on  the  country.  In  one 
country  the  taxes  had  steadily  decreased,  while  in  the  other  they 
had  steadily  increased.  In  the  country  in  which  the  taxes  were 
reduced  the  population  increased,  and  there  was  the  greatest 
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pro*; >  ountry  whore  the  taxes  increased  the  popu- 

hed,  and  there  was  utter  rum  of  every  national 
resource.     Let  them  examine  the  figures  of  pauperism,  and  they 


would  find  th.r  >cginning  of  the  period  he  was  waking  oC 

thcri  j  supers  to  the  1,000  in  each  of  the  islands.    To-day 

.iin  the  number  was  15  per  1,000,  but  uxi 

il  the  number  was  90  per  1,000—  to  that  pauperism  was 

halved  in  one  country  and  doubled  in  the  other  ;  and  if  he  went 

:1  figures  of  the  insane,  the  blind,  the  deaf,  and  the 

•,  and  all  the  suffering  classes  of  humanity,  they  would  find 

the  --.iinc  |.i..;-..itj«,ii  .. 


TUB  BREACH  Of  THE  ACT  Of  UNION. 

The  law  which  had  been  established  for  the  protection  of 

•ul  had  been  broken  and  ignored.      They  had  been  told 

already  that  the  main  purport  of  English  Government  in  Ireland 

was  to  maintain  the  law  ;  but  the  English  Government  had  broken 

the  law  that  was  embodied  in  the  .seventh  clause  of  the  Act  of 

Union.     Equal  taxation  with  England  was  no  part  of  the  contract 

of  the  Act  of  Union.     On  the  contrary,  the  Act  of  Union  said  that 

equal  taxation  would  be  unfair,  and  at  the  time  of  the  Union  the 

taxation  per  head  in  Ireland  was  one-fifth  what  it  was  in  Great 

In  1849  it  was  between  one-third  and  one-fourth  of  what 

it  was  in  Great  Britain.    To-day  it  was  between  two-thirds  and 

three-fourths.    So  that  it  was  within  the  last  forty  years  that  this 

great  change  had  taken  place.      The  Act  of  Union  did  not 

recognise  the  right  of  Parliament  to  impose  this  equal  taxation. 

The  present  law,  established  in  1817,  continued  that  protection  to 

1.    They  would  ask  how  was  it  established  if  it  was  against 

the  law.       Well,   it   was  established  hastily   in    1853,   without 

discussion  ;  and  they  should  not  forget  that  seventy-three  Members 

rliament  voted  against   the   income  tax  being    placed   on 

i,  and  that  now  they  were  defending  the  old  Constitution  of 

•K!,  and  the  protection  afforded  by  the  Act  of  Union.    He 

put  that  point  in  the  foreground,  and  why?     Because  it  was  a 

delight  and  pleasure  to  them  to-day  to  be  working  with  the 

Unionists  of  Ireland.     What  was  the  foundation  of  the  Unionist 

position  ?    The  Act  of  Union.     Unionists  must  defend  the  Act  of 

Union,  and  must  stick  to  it    They  must  throne  themselves  on  the 

position  established  by  the  law  of  the  Union.    If  not,  what  position 

would  they  be  in  ?  They  would  have  to  say  :  "  We  are  lor  the  I 

where  it  hurts  1  .but  not  tor  it  where  it  helps  and  protects 

."    No  Irishman  would  be  so  base  as  to  take  that  stand] 

hat  was  the  reason  why  there  was  so  influential  a  n. 

Dublin  the  day  before,  and  in  Limerick  on  the  present  occasion. 

which  had  been  adopted  in  Parliament  ot  p 
unc  tax  on  the  same  article  in  two  countries  so  different  as 
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Ireland  and  England  was  the  greatest  f.illacy.    The  Kn  dish   i 
was  saying  that  the  whole  hubbub  in  Ireland  was  largely  a  matter 
of  whiskey.      The  alcohol  in  whiskey  v,  1   los.  6d. 

a,  and  the  alcohol  in  beer  is.  a  gallon.   Why?    Bc-< 
was  the  national  drink  in  England  and  whiskey  in  I:   l.uul.     His 
oint  was  that  the  special  circumstances  of  Ireland  had  not 
i  considered.     In  1853,  after  two  millions  of  the  population 
>een  swept  away  by  famine  in  the  space  of  four  years,  three 
r  was  piled  on  the  remaind  In  1893 

was  a  great  scheme  for  the  better  government  of  Irelai, 
proposed  to  reduce  the  taxation  by  lull  a  Bullion 

rnment  of  the  day  was  not  able  to  carry  its  scheme  into 

effect,  but  did  they  leave  Ireland  alone?    No,  they  put  on  four 

s,  and  to-ilay  the  Irish  people  were  paying  half  a  million 

i  taxes.     That  was  all  that  .  .iberal 

Government  of  1892-5. 

Mr.  JOHN  DALY  said — Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen,  as  a  ci 
of  Limerick  I  claim  here  the  privilege  of  offering  a  few  suggestions 
on  the  question  that  you  are  assembled  to  discuss  to-day.  I  pre- 
sume, sir,  that  we  are  assembled  here  to-day  as  Irishmen,  apart 
from  every  distinction,  to  protest  against  what  has  been  declared 
by  the  Bishop  of  Limerick  as  the  plunder,  and  by  many  others, 
perhaps  justly  so,  as  the  robbery  by  England's  Government  of  our 
country.  God  knows,  Ireland  has  ever  had  truth  and  justice  on 
her  side  in  her  struggles  against  English  misrule,  and  I  think,  sir, 
there  is  hope  for  our  country  when  an  Irish  nobleman,  a  peer  of 
the  realm,  declares  that  he  will  have  truth  and  justice  on  his  su 'e 
if  he  is  forced  to  do  what  the  people  of  America  have  already 
done.  We  could  scarcely  realise  the  number  of  prayers  that  have 
gone  on  high  to  preserve  Lord  Castletown  since  he  made  use  of 
that  expression ;  and  wherever  England's  misrule  has  raised  up  for 
Ireland  a  strong  and  brave  man  to  lead  her  people,  the  people  of 
Ireland  have  ever  been  true  and  loyal  to  him,  and  I  sincerely 
trust  that  this  meeting  will  not  separate  without  expressing,  or,  if 
need  be,  declaring  that  if  Lord  Castletown  is  true  to  himself  and 
true  to  Ireland,  history  may  yet  proclaim  him  the  saviour  of  his 
country,  and  a  noble  successor  of  the  illustrious  Washington. 
The  resolution  was  put  and  carried  unanimously. 
Mr.  O'KEEFFE,  M.P.  (Limerick  City),  moved  the  next  resolu- 
tion : — 

"  Resolved — That  the  gentlemen  whose  names  appear  on  the 
requisition  calling  this  meeting  do  form  a  permanent  Committee, 
with  power  to  add  to  their  number,  for  the  purpose  of  furthering 
the  objects  of  the  foregoing  resolution." 

He  said  that  they  were  met  that  day  to  obtain  the  revision  of  the 
existing  financial  relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,     i: 


Si 

could  not  be  denied  that  those  relation!  took  their  origin  from  the 

Act  of  Union,  and  that   their  unsatisfactory  nature  had  been 

aggravated  by  subsequent  Imperial  enactments,    The  fundamental 

^  of  the  Financial  Commission,  whose  Report  they  were 

assembled  to  sustain,  was  that  the  Act  of  Union  had  imposed  on 

Ireland  a  fiscal  burden  she  was  unable  to  bear.     If  that  Report 

bore  no  immediate  fruit,  yet  the  emphatic  declaration  of  that  fact, 

led  on  the  evidence  of  Government  officials,  and  decided  by 

inissioners  of  the  highest  rank  and  ability,  marked  even  now, 

i  years  after  the  imposition  of  the  injustice,  a  starting- 

that  the  grievance  must  be  removed  by  legislation.   England 

1  not  stand  before  the  world,  a  country  the  richest  in  the 

rse,  with  a  recorded  judgment  of  her  own  Parliament  against 

at  she  had  impoverished  and  degraded  Ireland.    One  of  the 

ipal  arguments  of  Lord  Castlereagh,  in  advocating  the  Union, 

w.is  tin •  rcit.i.ntv  ol   the    mlus;on   into    Ireland  of    Ui4:.,:i   •  .. 

wealth  of  England  was  promised  to  be  poured  into  Munster 
and  Connaught,  and  Ireland  and  England,  under  the  same 
sovereign  and  under  the  same  laws,  were  to  advance  with  equal 
steps  on  the  same  road  of  prosperity.  What  a  prophetic  mockery ! 
The  reverse  had  happened  Forty  years  ago  his  predecessor  in  the 
representation  of  Limerick  acted  on  the  mandate  of  70,000  per- 
sons. To-day  the  constituency  contained  but  little  more  than 
one-half  of  that  number ;  and  concurrent  with  the  loss  of 
people  had  been  the  decline  of  their  trade  and  manufactures.  And 

:  ick  was  not  alone  in  that  category  of  decay.     Every  Irish 

I  )ublin  and  Belfast,  told  the  same  tale.   One  of  the 

proofs  of  the  greatness  of  England's  progress  was  found  in  the 

prosperity  of  her  cities,  which  vied  in  vigour,  wealth,  and  popula- 

•  sth  the  giant  cities  of  America;  and  through  no  inherent 
h  people,  or  through  any  national  defect,  Ireland 
was  now  the  poorest  country  in  the  world     The  Report,  whose 
conclusions  they  upheld,  showed  an  indebtedness  on  behalf  of 
England  to  Ireland  greater  in  amount  than  the  war  indemnity  paid 
ncc  to  Germany,  and  the  continuance  of  the  exaction  of  the 
•\  against  which  they  protested  would  make  the 
administration  of  Ireland  and  that  of  a  Turkish  province  synony- 
mous terms.     All  classes  stood  united  in  enforcing  their  just 
demands.    They  appealed  to  the  moral  sense  of  the  world  to 
judge  their  contention  ;  and  as  no  more  grave  indictment  than 

allegations  had  ever  been  laid  by  one  country  against  another, 
they  said  to  the  British  Treasury :  "  Thus  far  hast  thou  gone,  but 
no  fui 

Mr  D.  SAUNDERS,  J.P.  (Unionist),  said  it  gave  him 

very  great  pleasure  to  second    the  resolution  proposed  by  the 
mem  -u  crick.     It  was  a  happy  augury  for  their  country 

that  Irishmen  of  all  ways  of  thinking,  Unionists  and  Nationalists, 
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Protestants  and  Catholics,  could  stand  upon  a  common  platform 
and  work  shoulder  to  shoulder  for  their  common  country.  Not 
since  1782  had  their  been  such  a  unanimous  movement  in  Ireland. 
It  was  easy  to  meet  and  pass  resolutions,  but  they  had  got  to  work 
— not  only  to  work  at  home,  to  get  the  whole  people  to  u ; 
;  the  essential  points  of  this  great  question,  but  they  had 
to  go  before  the  British  public  and  appeal  to  their  common  : 
and  their  honesty,  for  he  believed  the  British  people  were  h< 
and  if  the  matter  be  put  before  them,  not  through  the  false  spec- 
of  the  Times  newspaper,  but  on  a  plain  statement  of  facts 
they  would  not  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  them.  As  he  had  alluded  to 
the  Titties^  he  would  like  to  say  that  the  damage  done  by  the 
Times  was  not  so  much  in  England  as  in  this  country,  for  many  of 
their  friends,  living  nearly  altogether  in  Ireland,  not  going  out  of 
it,  imagine  that  because  the  Times  took  up  an  antagonistic 
position  in  this  matter,  therefore,  it  must  be  entitled  to  dictate  to 
the  Irish  Unionists.  Every  Irish  Unionist  ought  to  satisfy  hi; 
thoroughly  on  this  question,  because  he  must  take  up  a  position 
cither  for  or  against.  If  they  were  to  support  the  Union,  which 
was  a  treaty  between  two  countries,  they  must  support  every  con- 
dition of  it.  Any  Unionist  who  refused  to  acknowledge  the  facts 
was  no  Unionist,  and  had  better  go  to  the  other  side,  or  else  he 
was  a  man  who  wished  to  take  the  part  of  England  as  against 
Ireland  when  right  was  on  the  side  of  Ireland.  How  different  was 
the  treatment  of  Scotland.  England  spent  money  in  that  country 
for  which  she  never  charged  a  penny  interest,  and  it  was  through 
this  expenditure  that  Scotland  was  the  prosperous  country  that 
she  was  to-day.  One  and  a-half  millions  of  English  money  was 
spent  in  Scotland  to  make  roads  and  canals,  and  in  addition  to 
that  the  English  Government  undertook  to  pay  half  the  cost  of 
every  road  made.  They  might  consider  how  much  a  similar  policy 
would  have  done  in  Ireland.  Every  Englishman,  in  face  of  the 
situation  to-day,  must  feel  a  pang  of  regret  that  it  was  not  done. 
With  regard  to  the  future  line  of  action,  they  had  first  got  to 
present  the  account  and  have  it  settled.  It  would  then  be  for 
them  to  decide  what  was  to  be  done.  His  own  opinion  was  that 
if  the  spirit  of  the  financial  relations  of  the  Union  were  to  be 
carried  out  that  the  money  should  be  refunded  and  spent  in 
developing  the  resources  of  the  country. 

The  CITY  HIGH  SHERIFF  (Mr.  J.  P.  Gaffney)  (Nationalist)  briefly 
seconded  the  resolution. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  SPILLANE  (Nationalist)  supported  the  resolution, 
and  said  everyone  who  had  read  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion was  forced  to  the  conclusion  that  since  the  Union  the  action 
of  England  towards  Ireland  had  been  of  that  nature  which  was 
designated  in  the  commercial  world  as  legal  fraud.  The  English 
people,  in  so  far  as  they  enforced  this  policy  unknowingly,  were 
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innocent  of  b'.arae,  bat  now  that  the  nutter  had  been  made 

•yal  Commission,  if  this  injustice  were  not 

e  remedied  the  English  people  could  not  longer  be  acquitted 

tme.     They  would  appeal  to  that  lore  of  justice,  which  was 

•ast  of  every  Union.     Ireland  had  never  got  anything  th|t 

iot  been  asked  for  over  and  again.     Political  aspirations  and 

>us  demands  had  been  thrust  aside,  but  wh  qlUh 

people  realised  that  the  whole  country  of  all  classes  and  creeds 

cs  demanded  this,  they  dire  not  refuse  justice  to  united 

\IKM\\  liun  ••  :t  the  resolution  and  declared  it  carried 

Vcr  ,  moved  the  Mayor  to  the  second 

.  and  then  proposed  in  the  most  hearty  terms  a  vote  of  thanks 
to  I.  ivcn  for  presiding.     In  his  connection  with    the 

County  and  City  of  Limerick  for  forty  yean  he  bad  never  attended 
a  meeting  that  gave  him  such  extreme  pleasure.     Lord  Dunraven 
had  done  a  day's  work  for  which  the  City  and  County  of  Limerick 
1  thanked  him  and  owed  him  a  debt  of  gratitude. 
i  SPILLANE,  D.L.,  seconded  the  motion. 
LORD  DUNRAVEN  thanked  Dr.  Shanahan  and  Mr.  Spillane  for  the 
It  was  a  great  pleasure  and  source  of 
•:tion  to  him  to  be  of  any  use  or  service  in  a  country  to 
which  he  was  attached  by  all  the  ties  of  sentiment  that  could 
individual  to  a  locality.      On   this  occasion  he   con- 
sidered   that    he  had    done  his   simple  duty  in   the   position 
i   he  had  the  honour  to  occupy,  and  to  do  anything  in  his 
power  to  further  the  wishes  of  the  people  by  calling  a  meeting 
for  the  discussion  of  matters  affecting  their   material  interests, 
provided  that  the  requisition  was,  as  the  one  presented  to  him 
was,  practically  unanimous,  of  all  classes  and  creeds,  of  laymen 
ic  clergy,  in  city  and  county.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  had 
ly  done  his  d 
The  proceedings  then  terminated. 


ROSCOMMON   COUNTY. 

of  the  most  broadly  representative  of   the  County 

meetings  semblcd   in  response  to  the 

following  invitation,  issued  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Royal 

ion  in  his  capacity  as  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ros- 

common  : — 
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"  CLONALIS,  CASTLEREA, 

ist  J  '897. 

44  In  compliance  with  a  requisition  numerously  and  generally 
signed  by  the  inhabitants  of  this  county,  I  hereby  convene  a 
public  meeting,  to  be  held  in  Roscommon  Courthouse,  on  Thurs- 
day, 7th  of  January,  to  consider  the  Report  of  the  Financial 
Relations  Commission. 

"  O'CONOR  DON, 
"  Liculcr  Roscomtn 

The  proceedings  were  unanimous  and  most  enthusiastic  ; 
the  landlords  and  tenants,  Unionists  and  Nationalists, 
Protestant  Episcopalians,  Dissenters  and  Roman  Catholics 
of  Roscommon,  all  finding  vent  for  a  common  sentiment 
of  patriotism  in  the  demand  for  financial  redress. 

Amongst  those  present  were:  The  Right  Hon.  Lord  Crofton,  I  Ion. 
A.  Crofton,  Sir  H.  Grattan  Bellew,  L.  P.  Hayden,  M.P. ;  T.  A.  P. 
Mapother,  J.P.,  D.L. ;  B.  W.  Bagot,  J.P. ;  Terence  G.  Clancy  (sec- 
retary Grand  Jury),  Lieutenant-Colonel  M.  A.  Burke,  W.  E.  Holmes. 
M.  G.  Sweeny,  J.P. ;  James  J.  Neilan,  J.P.;  John  Neilan,  I.I'.; 
William  Neary,  J.P. ;  Patrick  Dolan,  V.C.,  P.L.G.  ;  P.  Martin, 
P.L.G. ;  S.  Geraghty,  P.L.G;  P.  Kilclue,  P.L.G.;  Thorn 
White,  P.L.G. ;  Thomas  Doran,  P.L.G. ;  P.  Farrell,  P.L.G.  ; 
Right  Rev.  Monsignor  M'Laughlin,  P.P.,  V.G. ;  Rev.  C.  Crim- 
mins,  C.C. ;  Rev.  Fr.  Kane,  C.C.,  Roscommon;  K.-v.  IT. 
Geraghty,  P.P.,  Crossnill ;  Rev.  James  Casey,  P.P.,  Athleague ; 
Rev.  H.  F.  Gately,  P.P.,  Knockcroghery ;  Rev.  Fr.  O'Connor, 
P.P.,  Ballinlough;  Rev.  Fr.  Martin,  C.C. ;  Very  Rev.  Dean 
Kelly,  Athlone;  Rev.  J.  Doheny,  P.P.,  Cloneshill;  Very  Rev. 
Canon  Shea,  Knockcroghery;  John  M'Namara,  T.C. ;  E.  M 
T.C.  ;  J.  M.  Hayden,  J.  C.  Doorly,  T.C.;  P.  J.  Donnellan,  T.C. ; 
M.  J.  Banahan,  T.C. ;  John  Galvin,  W.  A.  Byrne,  V.S. ;  M. 
M'Donnell,  E.  P.  Murray,  Burrows  Shiel  (Sub-Sheriff),  1 
Magan,  H.  D.  E.  Strewens,  J.P. ;  B.  K.  M'Donnell,  J.P. ;  Col. 
Payton  Shiels,  J.P. ;  Joseph  Vaughan,  J.P.,  Athlone ;  W.  J. 
Dawson  (manager  National  Bank),  Jas.  N.  Flynn,  W.  Tully,  J.P. ; 
Thos.  K.  Mahon,  J.P.;  W.  Kelly-Grehan/S.  Sennitt,  W.  St. 
Le  Burke,  C.P.S. ;  J.  J.  Burke,  J.P.,  Ballinlough ;  W.  Neary,  J.P. ; 
John  Larkin,  P.  Banahan,  Jas.  Connaughton,  H.  C.  O'Mally,  Jas. 
Coyne,—  M'Hugh,  Strokestown  ;  J.  OTarrell,  do. ;  C.  H.  Bagot, 
\)T.  Heily,  Dr.  M'Donnell,  Dr.  E.  J.  Blakney,  H.  E.  Croghan, 
John  P.  Conry,  P.L.G. ;  — Greene,  Mat  Gately,  Renny ;  J.  J. 
O'Keeffe,  J.  Kilroe,  J.  Banahan,  L.  M.  Hynes,  G.  W.  Jackson, 
Hugh  Kelly,  Elphin;  Stephen  Cox,  Thomas  Murray,  Riversdale  ; 
Francis  Connor,  —  O'Donovan,  O.  Gannon,  Roscommon  ;  J. 
Stroker,  do. ;  T.  Gannon,  Sallymount ;  Denis  O'Brien,  Knock- 
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James  Carty,  Ballydooly  ;    J.   Frayzer,  Roscommon  ; 
Uccchwood  ;  John    Buioc,   S.   Murphy,  Barnhtll  ;   T. 
*common  ;  Thomas  Murray,  F.  Coyn 

C.  Murttgh,  solicitor,  Athlone  ;  J.  M.  \VheJan. 
•or,   Roscommon  ;  S.  St.  L.  Burke,  soli 

Burke,  B.U  Roscomraon  ;  Farrell   M'Donncll,   so! 
Roscommon:    Patrick   Nolan,   Manor;  Thomas  Cooncy,  John 
DoU  uott,  James  Moran,   E.  Corr,  P.L.G.  ;  Arthur 

had  M.i  lolly  well;  John  Manners,  H  oily  well  ; 

s  Maguirc,  E.  Gormly,  John  Soroers,  J.  T.  Rat  tray,  James 
y,  Curgown  ;  James  Mulligan,  Thomas  Grogan,  John  Burke, 
Mulry.Castlestrange;  I>.  Uh-     M.  Phillips,  etc. 

rcssinff  regret  of   •  bility  to  attend  were 

received  from  the  following  :—  Messrs.  Charles  O'Connor,  Q.C.  ; 
A.  S.  George  Campbell,  Oakham  Raleigh,  Chichester  Constable, 
High  Sheriff;  Charles  O'Donoghue,  Chairman  Athlone  Board  of 
Guardians;  James  D.  O'Connor,  Merrion,  Co.  Dublin;  James 
k  Maguire,  Rooskcy.  Mr.  J.  J.  O'Kelly,  M.P.,  one  of  the 
Nationalist  (Parncllite)  rcpresenUtives  for  the  County,  telegraphed 
that  he  could  not  attend  owing  to  a  death  in  his  family. 

On  the  motion  of  the  Very  Rev.  Canon  M'Laughlin,  P.P., 
seconded  by  the  Rev.  Keogh  Kcmpston,  Protestant  rector 
chair  was  taken  by  The  O'Conor  Don. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Unionist)  having  explained  his  action  as 
Lord-  Lieutenant  in  summoning  the  meeting,  and  observed  that 
the  duty  properly  belonged  to  the  High  Sheriff,  said  :—  I  have 
had  so  lately  an  opportunity  of  speaking  at  considerable  length, 
in  my  private  capacity,  on  the  important  subject  which  has 
brought  us  together,  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  me  to  occupy 
much  of  your  time  with  any  expression  of  my  views  on  the  subject. 
These  views  must  be  thoroughly  well  known,  both  from  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  and  from  what  I  stated  in  Dublin  last 
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Fortunattl  county,  although  party  and  political  feelings 

have  at  times  run  as  high  as  anywhere  else,  for  a  long  time  back 
men  of  all  creeds  and  political  opinions  have  found  no  difficulty 
in  meeting  in  the  greatest  amity  for  purposes  of  common  utility. 
is  no  necessity,  therefore,  to  say  a  word  in  Roscommon 
about  the  desirability  of  united  action  ;  no  necessity  to  urge  the 
sinking  of  political  differences  when  we  have-  a  common  end  in 
view.  We  have  acted  on  this  principle  for  years,  and,  I  am  happy 
to  say,  as  the  chief  individual  round  whose  person  political  conflicts 
have  most  fiercely  raged,  that  no  animosities  or  illwill  remain. 
We  have  known  how  to  differ  politically  without  ceasing  to  be 
friends.  We  have  never  forgotten  that  we  are  all  Irishmen,  that 
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the  differences  which  existed  between  us  were  differences  as  to 
the  best  mode  of  serving  our  country,  and  as  In/..m«l  reroL. 
from  North  to  South,  and  from  I.  Vst,  that  this   i 

;s  one  affecting  indiscriminately  all  classes  of  the 
community,  Roscommon  men  of  all  classes  and  politics  have  no 
difficulty  in  meeting  to  discuss  it  We  enter  upon  this  discussion 
holding  our  own  politic  without  any  compromise  whatso- 

and  determined  so  to  hold  them   on  expressly 

that  we  have  altered  them.     No  one,  at  a  meeting  like  this,  is 
bound  by  the  statements  or  views  propounded  by  his  neighbour. 

c  felt  it  necessary  to  make  these  remarks,  becaus 
an  insidious  endeavour  is  being  made  to  bring  about  disunion  on 
this  Financial  question,  by  representing  that  all  who  take  part  in 
these  meetings  are  bound  by  the  reasoning  and  arguments  that 
are  made  use  of,  without  protest,  in  their  presence.     Such,   I 
repeat,  is  not  the  case.     Public  combination  of  men  of  dif. 
parties  would  be  impossible  for  any  object  under  such  conditions, 
and  it  is  well  that  we  should  clearly  understand  and  proclaim  this 
truth  in  the  very  beginning. 

THE  O'CONOR  DON  AND  HIS  FRIENDLY  CRITICS. 

I  will  now  confine  myself  to  one  or  two  observations  on  the 
friendly  criticisms  applied  to  my  speech  in  Dublin.  It 
evidently  thought  by  some  of  my  critics  that  I  was  inclined  to 
minimise  the  Irish  claim  and  to  whittle  it  down  to  such  an  extent 
as  perhaps  even  to  weaken  or  destroy  its  vitality.  Such,  certainly, 
was  not  my  intention,  and  I  am  ready  to  support  the  claim  for 
redress  to  the  fullest  possible  extent  if  by  so  doing  there  is  a 
better  chance  of  making  it  effective.  I  cannot,  however,  conceal 
from  myself  the  enormous  difficulty  that  would  lie  in  the  way  of 
the  most  friendly  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who  proposed  at 
once  to  meet  our  views  to  the  full  extent  that  rigid  justice  would 
require.  As  a  mere  matter  of  prudence  I  desired  to  ease  away 
some  of  those  difficulties  lest  the  British  taxpayer,  affrighted  by 
the  prospect  of  largely  increased  burdens  on  himself,  might  try  to 
escape  by  refusing  to  our  claims  any  consideration  whatsoever. 
Whilst  this  was  the  full  extent  of  my  warning,  I  pointed  out  that 
some  result  to  our  labours  could  be  immediately  gained  without 
any  abandonment  of  our  principles. 

THE  AGRICULTURAL  RATING  ACT. 

That  result  consisted  in  securing  for  the  farmers  of  Ireland  the 
full  benefit  of  the  Agricultural  Rating  Act  of  last  Session.  As  you 
are  probably  aware,  under  that  Act  the  farmers  01  iritain 

will  have  half  their  local  rates  (half  the  rates  corresponding  to 
poor  rates  and  county  cess)  paid  for  them  for  the  next  five  years 
out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  This  privilege  has  not  been 
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extended  to  Ireland,  and  practically  we  are  excessively  taxed  in  order 
to  pay  the  local  rates  for  the  English  and  Scotch  tanner*.     This, 

ould  not  be  allowed  to  exist 
>*ion,  and  if  you  are  determined  that  it  ihall  not 
exist  j»o«sibly   continue.     Your    reprcsen 

their  ;>  v.v-r.  if  backed   up  by  a  united 

>  this  inequality,  and  ther  com* 

mend  i  to-day,  that  this 

be  taken  uj>  first.     By  taking  it  up  you  in  no  way  abandon  your 

separate  and  excej  claim  remains 

iched,  as  strong  as  ever.    You  would  be  entitled  to  the  aid 

of  agricultural  depression  if  your  taxation  were  not 

excessive ;  surely  you  do  not  lose  your  right  to  it  because  you  are 

taxed.     Whether  the  grant  be  made  to  us  as  restitution  of 

some  of  the  money  which  we  have  paid  in  overtaxation — and 

that  is  the  light  in  which  I  wish  to  regard  it — or  whether  we  get 

it  because  it  was  given  to  the  British  farmer,  and,  therefore,  should 

be  given  to  us,  in  either  case  it  must  be  given,  and  we  ought  not 

to  be  too  squeamish  in  demanding  it  through  (ear  that  it  might  be 

i  upon  the  one  ground  rather  than  upon  the  other.     It  may 

:>erhaps,  be  the  best  form  in  which  to  give  restitution.     I  do 

not  advocate  it  as  such.     It  is  not  the  form  which  I  myself  would 

select     I  advocate  it  and  point  it  out  to  you  solely  because  it  is 

cal  form,  and  one  which  can  be  put  in  operation 

without  delay,  as  it  has  been  recognized  in  Great  Britain  as  the 

latest  mode  of  relieving  local  necessities.     I  do  not  say  that  if 

this  concession  were  made  your  just  claims  should  be  considered 

satisfied.     Nothing  of  the  sort    The  restitution  due  to  you  would 

be  far  larger  than  the  amount  of  this  grant,  but  your  right 

should  not  be  kept  in  abeyance  because  there  is  more  due. 

Beyond  the  grant  in  relief  of  agricultural  depression  I  think  that 

you  have  a  fair  claim,  arising  out  of  over-taxation,  to  demand  that 

other  classes,  besides  the  farming  class,  should  receive  some 

benefits,  and  one  way  of  securing  these  benefits  would  be  by 

ling  the  payment  of  half  the  local  rates  to  both  town  and 

country.     If  you  agree  with  me  in  these  views  I  would  ask  you 

to  pass  a  resolution  bringing  this  question  before  the  Govern 

ves  to  take  it  up,  and  not  allowing  it  to 

drop  till  the  i:  and  inequality  which  I  have  pointed  out 

aoved.    Meanwhile  you  need  not  relax  your  efforts  to  obtain 
that  full  measure  of  justice  which  the  inquiry  before  our  Com- 
mission  has  made  plain,  and  for  obtaining  which  all  classes  i 
count ry  are  now  ur. 

Mr.  L.  P.  HAYDEN,  M.P.  (Nationalist),  who  was  received  with 
applause,  proposed  the  first  resolution  as  follows : — 

41  That  we  protest  against  the  vn  just  ice  of  which  our  country 
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has  been  for  so  many  years  the  victim,  through  the  imposition  of 
>n  vastly  in  excess  of  her  taxable  capacity,  as  shown  l>y  the 
evidence  submitted  to  the  late  Royal  Commission,  and  declared 
in  the  Report  of  that  most  impartially  constituted  Commission,  on 
which  the  different  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  the  several 
political  parties  therein  were  all  represent 

He  said  he  had  to  congratulate  the  meeting  and  the  chairman  of 
it  on  its  composition.     Parties,  as  all  who  were  there  were  aware, 
of  different  sections  of  politics  and  creeds  and  class  in  the  County 
Roscommon — a  county  in  which,  as  the  O'Conor  Don  had  said, 
had  fought  bitter  political  fights  in  the  past,  were  all  prest 
that  meeting.     The  gentlemen  there  that  day  who  represented  all 
these  various  classes  of  creeds  and  politics  were  there  be< 
they  believed  the  common  interest  of  Ireland  was  at  stake  in  this 
question.     They  were  united  in  a  demand  for  the  remedy 
common  grievance,  and  he  believed  that  in  taking   their  stand 
with  the  rest  of  Ireland  in  that  position  they  would  best  a< 
sucr 

Mr.  B.  W.  BAGOT,  J.P.  (Unionist),  in  seconding  the  resolution, 
said  this  was  no  small  party  matter.  It  involved  the  best  interests 
of  our  country  and  called  forth  the  deepest  sympathy  of  the 
people — a  general  uprising  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  land  of  all  people  against  the  crying  evil  and  gross  injustice 
which  this  Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Committee  had 
revealed. 

"THE  TIMES"  AND  THE  COMMISSION. 

They  found  that  that  Report  had  been  met  in  a  hostile  spirit  by 
the  Press  of  England.  The  Commission  was  appointed  because 
of  the  repeated  protests  of  Irish  members  against  the  unjust 
taxation  of  Ireland.  It  was  the  joint-child  of  two  Governments, 
the  offspring  of  a  Unionist  and  a  Home  Rule  Government. 
The  Commission  examined  the  leading  Treasury  officials  and 
all  the  Treasury  documents  for  a  hundred  years.  They  devoted 
their  time  and  intellect  to  this  subject,  and  the  result  they 
came  to  was  that  one-twentieth  of  the  taxation  of  the  country  was 
the  fair  proportion  for  Ireland  to  pay.  As  long  as  this  Commission 
was  before  the  country,  and  during  the  whole  time  they  were 
holding  their  investigations,  he  was  not  aware  that  the  Times 
newspaper  took  any  objection  to  the  members  of  it  or  to  the  terms 
of  the  reference.  But,  now  that  the  Report  had  come  out,  the 
Times  instantly  says  the  Commission  is  vitiated  by  the  terms  of  its 
reference.  It  said  the  Act  of  Union  contemplated  that  there 
would  be  a  universal  common  rate  of  taxation  for  the  three 
countries.  They  knew  that  this  was  not  the  case.  The  Act  of 
Union  distinctly  provided  that  Ireland  should  receive  special 
consideration.  If  they  were  to  be  treated  the  same  as  any  English 
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county  why  should  the  Commiuion  have  been  appointed  at  all  ? 
There  would  t  •*  necessity  fora  Commission,  which  was  to 

take  into  consideration  the   Financial   Relations  of  the  three 
countries,  for  they  would  have  no  seperate  relations. 

IRISHMEN    UNITED. 

The  English  Press  laughed  at  the  idea  of  Irishmen  being  united 

for  any  purpose.    They  little  knew  them  ;  they  little  knew  that 

of  country  burned  deep  in  the  heart  of  hman,  for 

they  were  Irishmen  firot  and  party  men  afterwards.     Ireland  was 

home ;  and  there  that  day,  standing  on  that  Irish  taxation 

platform,  Catholic  and  Protestant,  Conservative  and  Home  Ruler, 

scattered  to  the  winds  all  differences  of  creed  and  party.    The 

people  would  say  to  their  representatives,  stand  together 

like  men  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  with  one 

voice  demand  that  uncial  Relations  Commission  Report 

shall  get  full,  fair,  and  honest  consideration  ;  and  he  had  no  doubt 

the  result  would  be  that  the  Imj>erial  Parliament  would  vindicate 

its  own  honour,  find  a  remedy,  and  do  justice  to  Ireland. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  carried. 

VAUGHAN,  J.P.  (Unionist),  proposed  the  second 
resolution  :— 

hat  we  call  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the  Im- 
perial Parliament,  either  by  the  re-adjustment  of  taxation  • 
beneficial  expenditure,  to  remove  the  injustice  at  present  inflicted 
upon  this  coui 

He  said  it  was-gratif)  ing  that  they  met  not  in  the  interests  of  any 
class  or  party,  but  to  advocate  what  was  for  the  benefit  of  all  classes, 
and  undoubtedly  for  the  interest  and  welfare  of  their  beloved 
Another  gratifying  feature  was  the  unanimity  of  the 
Press  on  this  question.  The  Irish  Press  of  all  parties  were 
turning  their  political  swords  into  ploughshares,  and  their  political 
spears  into  pruning  hooks  in  this  matter.  As  Irishmen  they  should 
IK:  proud  of  the  Irishmen  who  took  part  in  that  Commission,  and, 
perhaps  he  might  add,  without  any  special  flattering,  that  Roe- 
common  should  be  specially  proud  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Commission  was  one  of  her  sons. 

ATTACK   ON   THE  COMMISSION. 

Alluding  to  the  comments  of  the  English  Press,  the  speaker  said 
that  he  had  never  read  in  his  lifetime  anything  weaker,  more 
feeble,  more  fallacious  than  the  criticisms  in  the  Ixmdon  TUmcs, 
and  other  English  newspapers  on  this  question. 
They  felt  they  had  no  case,  and  adopted  the  old  plan  of 
abusing  the  plaintiff's  attorney.  They  said  the  Commission  was  a 
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cd  Commission  ;   that  it  was  a  Home   Rule  Commission. 
,  it  was  a  packed  Commission — it  was  packed  wit; 
packed  with  men  from  the  Treasury,  the  most  compctcn; 
haps  in  the  whole  country,  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon  a 
tion  of  this  kind.     He  was  a  Unionist,  and  came  there  in  the 
>f  a  Unionist  to  support  this  movement.    The  Unionists 
in  Ireland  were  Irishmen  first  and  Unionists  second;  and  ; 
as  he  was  concerned  he  said  th  tiny 

were  Irishmen.     If  they  did  not  believe  it  was  best  for  the  country 
i  have  no  right  to  be  Unionists. 

v  FITZGIBBON,  Castlerea  (Parncllite),  seconded  the  reso- 
lution. He  was  delighted  to  be  on  a  platform  with  nu-n  holding 
political  opinions  strongly  opposed  to  his  own.  If  no  other 
result  followed  from  this  Financial  Relations  Commission's  report 
but  to  give  them  all  an  opportunity  of  standing  on  one  common 
platform,  he  was  delighted  that  it  had  followed.  He  was  enough 
of  a  business  man  to  say  that  when  two  partners  were  in  a  concern 
and  after  ninety  years  it  was  found  that  one  was  growing  im- 
mensely wealthy  and  the  other  terribly  poor,  it  was  time  for  the 
poor  man  to  inquire  the  reason.  Ireland  had  a  very  strong  case, 
and  with  that  strong  case  he  did  not  see  why  Irishmen  coul 
hold  up  their  heads  and  demand  that  justice  should  be  done  to 
Ireland.  They  were  not  asking  anything  from  England;  ih.-y 
only  wanted  their  own — that  these  three  millions  be  not  only 
returned  to  Ireland,  but  if  England  wanted  to  clear  herself  before 
the  world  ;  if  she  wanted  to  keep  her  hold  of  Ireland,  she  would 
not  only  refund  these  three  millions,  but  she  would  look  back  and 
see  how  much  she  robbed  Ireland  of  in  the  past  and  return  that 
also. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted. 

SIR  HENRY  GRATTAN  BELLEW,  Bart.  (Unionist),  proposed  the 
third  resolution  as  follows  : — 

"  That  no  re-adjustment  of  future  taxation  will  fully  redress 
the  financial  grievance  of  Ireland,  if  restitution  be  not  made  to 
her  for  the  excessive  taxation  hitherto  imposed  upon  her." 

He  said  on  this  financial  question  the  action  of  this  country  would 
have  to  be  largely  governed  by  the  action  taken  in  England.  The 
more  willing  the  people  of  England  were  to  meet  them,  the  more 
moderate  should  they  be  in  their  demands.  Before  they  could 
fully  place  before  the  English  public  their  claim  for  compensation, 
they  should  know  how  far  the  English  public  was  willing  to  go. 

SIR     EDWARD   CLARKE'S    SPEECH. 

They  had  had  a  leading  member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
publicly  expressing  sympathy  with  Ireland,  and  that  expression  of 
sympathy  and  the  cheers  which  an  English  audience  gave  to  it> 
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had  dom-  far  more  to  allay  excitement  and  violent  speeches  oti 
country  than  all  the  lectures  of  the  London 
Press.     But  they  should  not  expect  too  much  from  spe* 
as  were  delivered  by  Sir  Edward  Clarke.     In  the  beginning  it  read 

a  speech  from  an  Irish  Member  of 
end  of  that  speech  there  was  what  was  described  in  the  1. 
Prats  as  a  saving  clause,  and  that  saving  clause  detracted  a  good 
deal  from  what  came  before.    However,  they  did  not  find  fau 

i  .dward  Clarke.     It  would  be  unreasonable  to  expe< 
Englishman  to  acknowledge  their  claims  straight  away  without 

r  inquiry. 

COMPROMISE. 

In  the  affairs  of  a  nation  righting  was  to  be  deprecated,  and  it  was 
belter  to  go  for  compromise,  1  i  not  come  there  to  take 

part  in  a  denunciation  <  d.      He  had  come  there  to  assist 

in  g<  •  ,  and  if  it  was  necessary  to  un-; 

an  agitation  for  the  purpose  of  getting  that  justice  done,  he  was 
perfectly  willing  to  join  in  the  movement  But  he  believed 
moderation  and  caution  should  be  adopted.  They  were  the  two 
means  in  :o  lead  to  success  in  the  end.  As  to  the  state- 

that  they  should  be  treated  the  same  as  any  English  county, 
all  he  could  say  was  that  when  England  had  given  them  the  same 
advantages  as  she  gives  to  every  English  county,  then  let  her 
treatment  of  Ireland  be  like  one,  and  not  before, 

UK.    BALFOUR   AND   IRISH    POVERTY. 

They  could  not  have  a  stronger  expression  of  opinion  on  this 

<  t  than  one  tr  thur  Balfour  when  he  said  that  a  great 

many  of  the  ills  of  Ireland  arose  from  its  poverty,  and  that  a  great 

it  was  due  to  England  and  Scotland.     He  hoped  the 

h  House  of  Commons  would  follow  its  Leader  in  adopting 

this  view,  and  that  the  Leader  would  lead  the  House  of  Commons 

adopting  it. 

1 .  A.  MAPOTHER  (Unionist),  seconded  the  resolution.     He 

..it  they  had  been  told  that  they  need  not  expect  restitution 

t  no  reason  had  been  vouchsafed  why  they  should 

not     Restitution  in  one  sense  was  an  impossibility,  because  they 

couKl  not  make  restitution  to  the  millions  of  the  Irish  race  who 

had  lived  and  died,  surrounded  by  poverty,  he  might  call  it  the 

historic  poverty  associated  for  so  many  years  with  the  name  of 

Ireland.    That  poverty,  it  was  now  distinctly  proved,  had  been 

greatly  aggravated  by  excessive  taxation.    They  made  this  demand 

titution  without  blustering  or  threat  or  the  calling  of  names, 

use  of  any  extravagant  language.     All  that  sort  of  thing  was, 

as  a  rule,  a  confession  of  weakness,  and  he  thought  they  had  been 

very  well  advised  by  their  chairman  and  others  not  to  be  too 
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violent  in  their  language.     Roscommon  had  as  much  to  lv 
in  connection  with  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission  as  any 
other  part  of  the  K  >  I  they  in  that  county  would  do  their 

the  rest  oi  in  demanding  that  this  injustice  shall 

be  removed. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GERALD  S.  GUINNESS,  J.P.  (Unionist),  Land  Ag< -nt,  pro- 
posed the  fourth  resolution,  which  was  as  follows  : — 

"That  whilst  we  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  suggest  any  detailed 
me  by  which  such  restitution  should  be  made,  we  consider 
uistice  requires  that  the  benefits  of  the  Agricultural   Rating 
Act  of  last  Session  of  Parliament  should  be  extended  to  In 
and  that  half  her  local  rates  should  be  provided  out  of  the  Imperial 
Exchequer." 

TAXES   AND    RENT    REDUCTIONS. 

He  said  that  since  1880  he  believed  the  rental  of  Ireland  had 
been  reduced  from  ;£i  0,000,000  to  about  ;£  8,000,000.  If  their 
representatives  had  devoted  their  attention  before  to  this  financial 
question  they  would  have  discovered  that  the  Irish  taxpayers  were 
paying  too  much  to  the  extent  of  about  two  and  a-half  millions  of 
possibly  three  millions  a  year.  That  would  have  been  a  larger 
benefit  to  Ireland  than  the  reduction  which  took  place  in  the 
rental  of  Ireland,  and  it  would  not  be  the  transfer  of  money  from 
the  pockets  of  one  class  to  those  of  another,  but  it  would  have 
been  the  transfer  of  money  from  Great  Britain  into  Ireland,  and 
that,  he  thought,  would  have  afforded  greater  benefit  than  what 
had  been  done,  for  this  reason — that  it  was  a  great  advantage  for 
a  poor  country  like  Ireland  to  be  united  in  partnership  with  a  rich 
country  like  England,  so  long  as  Great  Britain  treated  Ireland 
fairly,  and  he  had  the  utmost  confidence  that  Great  Britain,  when 
it  found  out  that,  and  came  to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  a  real 
financial  grievance,  will  remedy  it. 

UNIONISTS— LOCAL    EXPENDITURE. 

He,  as  a  Unionist,  protested  against  the  ungenerous  attitude  of 
some  of  the  Unionist  papers  in  England  towards  Ireland  in  this 
matter.  He  considered  the  local  expenditure  in  Ireland  to  he 
most  excessive.  We  have  an  extremely  expensive  administration. 
We  have,  for  instance,  a  Lord  Chancellor  receiving  ^8,000  a  year, 
and  he  thought  .£5,000  would  be  ample.  We  have  a  large  number 
of  judges  performing  work  that  could  be  done  by  a  very  much 
smaller  number.  The  Irish  judges,  as  a  class,  he  believed,  did 
about  half  as  much  work  as  English  judges.  There  were  also 
innumerable  posts  in  the  various  offices  in  Dublin  filled  with 
officials  that  are  not  required.  This  was  a  poor  country,  and  could 
not  afford  the  luxuries  England  could.  This  was  a  question  which 
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was  of  enormous  importance  to  thU  country,  and  it  is  per 
plain  re  was  at  any  rate  a  prima  Jatit  case  for  an  immente 

lu  the  taxation  of  Ireland. 

Kcv.   W.   BOURKE  \\  \thleaguc,  seconded  the 

resolution,  and  said  that  an  unanswerable  tod  unassailable  case 
bad  been  made  out  for  Irel.i 

.  was  unanimously  adopted. 

MRMAN  then  said  it  was  thought  desirable  that  the 

meeting  should  not.  terminate  without  taking  some  steps  to  make 

:  lovemcnt  more  general  and  permanent  throughout  the  country, 

•.  !:.i-l   been  suggested  that  another  resolution  should  be 

proposed,  and  that  Mr.  Sweeney  had  undertaken  to  propose 

t>.  SWEENEY,  J.i'.,  then  proposed  the  following  resolu- 
tion :-^ 

tat  an  organisation  should  be  formed,  having  central  offices 
Min,  to  assist  the  representatives  from  all  parts  of  Ireland, 

for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into  effect  the  findings  of  the  Royal 

Commission." 

Mr.  MA  Ji'.,  seconded  the  resolution,  which 

was  carried  with  acclamation. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  John  Neilan,  J.P.,  the  Rk-ht  Hon.  Lord 
Crofton  was  moved  to  the  second  choir.  Lord  Crotion,  on  taking 
the  chair,  said  he  most  heartily  agreed  with  every  word  which  had 
been  said  that  day.  It  was  a  most  happy  thing  that  a  platform 
had  been  found  upon  which  all  Ireland  could  unite.  He  would 
propose  that  a  most  cordial  vote  of  thanks  be  passed  to  the 
onant  of  the  County,  The  O'Conor  Don,  for  his  conduct  in 
the  c: 

COLONEL M.  A.  BURKE, ex-High  Sheriff,  seconded  the  proposition. 

The  O'CoNOR  DON  said— Lord  Crofton  and  Gentlemen,  I  will 
only  say  a  few  words.  I  need  not  tell  you  how  much  I  appreciate 
the  vote  of  thanks  and  how  much  I  appreciate  the  number  who 
accepted  my  invitation  in  coming  here.  I  gladly  concur  in  what 
has  been  said  by  the  previous  speakers  as  to  the  desirability  of 
sinking  all  differences  when  we  have  this  object  in  view. 

The  meeting  terminated. 


LOUTH    COUNTY. 

meeting  of  the  people  of  County  Louth  was  held  on 

same   day  as  the    meeting    in    Roscommon.      In   a 

manner  it  even  more  remarkably  illustrated  the  complete 

obliteration  of  class  and  party  distinction  on  the  financial 

question  than  that  over  which  The  O'Conor  Don  presided. 
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The  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Louth  is  Lord  Masscrccnc,  whose 
differences  \\  ntry  led  to   one  of  the  bitterest 

nan    conflicts   during    Mr.    Balfour's    administration. 
Lord  Massereenc  is  the   descendant  of  the  last  Sp< 
of    the  IrMi  House   of   Commons  —  Foster  —  \vh 
chant  denunciations  of  the  financial  terms  of  the  Union 

amongst  the    most    remarkable  protests  delivered 

that  measure  in  the  Irish  Parliament.  It 
fore,  not  unnatural  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Louth 
should  find  himself  in  sympathy  with  the  movement  evoked 
by  a  Report  that  so  completely  vindicated  the  judgment 
of  his  ancestor.  He  heartily  approved  the  requisition  in- 
viting him  to  summon  a  meeting  for  Louth,  and  at  once 
responded.  The  meeting  was  held  in  Dundalk  Town 
Hall.  It  was  very  fully  representative  of  the  gentry, 

*  merchants,  farmers,  and  workers  of  the  Coun 


Amongst  those  present  were:—  The  Right  Hon.  Lord  Louth, 
Major-General  O'B.  B.  Woolsey,  J.P.,  D.L.  ;  Very  Rev.  Canon 
Dillon,  P.P.,  Louth  ;  Rev.  P.  Gogarty,  C.C.,  do.  ;  Rev.  A.  P. 
Smyth,  C.C.,  Cooley;  Rev.  B.  Gorman,  C.C.,   Haggardst 
Rev.  F.  M'Neece,  C.C.,  Dundalk  ;  Very  Rev.  Cane:  P.P., 

Ravensdale  ;  Rev.  John  Dignam,  C.C.,  do.;  Rev.  Francis 
Carolan,  C.C.,  Foghart  ;  Rev.  A.  S.  O'Kelly,  P.P.,  Dundalk  ; 
Rev.  Thomas  Cassidy,  P.P.,  Tullyallen;  Rev.  J.  Cham- 
ney,  M.A.,  Rector,  Dromiskin  ;  Rev.  P.  L.  Jameson,  Rector, 
Killencoole;  Rev.  A.  M.  Skelly,  O.P.,  Dundalk;  Rev.  B. 
Oonnellan,  Adm.,  Dundalk;  Rev.  Hugh  Murphy,  P.P.,  Cooley; 
Rev.  Thomas  Murray,  P.P.,  Collon  ;  Rev.  P.  Canon  M'Geeney, 
P.P.,  Crossmaglen  ;  Rev.  P.  Segrave,  P.P.,  Kilcurry  ;  Ri 
Pentony,  P.P.  Togher;  Rev.  T.  Taaffe,  P.P.,  Tullyallen;  Rev.  P. 
Powderly,  P.P.,  Togher;  Rev.  J.  Markey,  P.P.,  Knock  bridge; 
Messrs.  T.  M.  Healy,  M.P.  ;  Thomas  Lough,  M.P.  ;  Edmond 
O'Connor,  J.P.,  Charleville,  Dunleer;  Alexander  Henry,  J.P., 
Richardstown  Castle;  B.  R.  T.  Balfour,  J.P.,  D.L.,  Townley 

:  L.  A.  Lee  Norman.  J.P.,  D.L.,  Corbollis,  Ardee  ;  J.  R. 

;n,     J.I'.,     D.L.,     Braganstown;     A.     H.    Wynne,    J.P., 
Collon  ;  T.  M.  Richardson,  J.P.,  Prospect,  Dundalk  ;  M.  C.  E. 
Fortescue,  J.P.,  D.L.,  Stephenstown  ;  H.  H.  MacDonnell,  M.I)., 
J.P.,  Dundalk;  J.  C.  Kieran,  J.P.,   Rathbrist  ;  W.  M.  Pat; 
J.P.,  Dundalk;  O.  J.  Kelly,  J.P.,  Dundalk;  T.  C.  Macardle,  II' 
Dundalk  ;  W.  Tempest,  J.P.,  Dundalk;  J.  D.  O'Neill,  J.I'., 
dalk  ;  C.  D.  King,  J.P.,  Annagassan.  Dunleer  ;  James,  M'Adorey, 
J.P.,  Dundalk;  C.  M.  Neary,  J.P.,  Monvallet  ;  Jas.  Murphy,  J.I'., 
James  Norton,  J.P.,  Dundalk;  P.  J.  Finnegan,  M.D.,  J.I'.. 
Imgford  ;  E.   MacCreanor,  J.P.,  Omeath  ;  James  Connolly,  J.P., 
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Omeath  ;  R.  M.  Blake,  M  !  >.,  I.I'.,  Ravensdalc  ;  S.  Bnuif 

I 

irrendreg,  Dundalk  ;  James  C> 
i  k  ;  Thomas  Roc,  J.P.,  T.C 
tl  Board ;  Peter  Gannon,  Chaimt 

Ardee;  John  Connick,   Chairman   H.  CYs,   Dundalk;    William 

•gen,  President  Dumlalk  Chamber  of  Con  Peter 

cs,  Chairman  Dundalk  Board  of  Guardians ;  Robert  Henry, 

Dpwdall 

\cary.P.I  i  ;  Joseph  Max*.  Dun- 

James  Clarke,    1  ndalk;    James  Johns 

.  Backhouse, 

Dum!  hitcrath  ;  yrne, 

;,    Rossmakea;    N.  B.  King,    1  Knockbr 

ough,  Priorlar  oian, 

Dundalk  ;  isscll,  Ballygassan ;  Patrick  Mohan,  Nicholas- 

town  :  I  'owc-1,  Mulla!  Connell,  Dundalk  ;  Thomas 

E.  Q  >che;  Joh  .  Macardle,  Cambricville;  J.   H 

M"Cann,  Dundalk  ;  James  Feehan,  Castlecarra;  James  M 'Court, 
:alk;    Matthew    Duffy,    Dunbin ;    John    M'Mahon.    Bally- 
barrack  ;  J.   C.  Sellais,   M.D.,   Coroner,   North    Lout: 
Floo<i  cardie,    solicitor,    Dundalk; 

I'undalk;  A.  M'Kcvitt.   I'.L-C.,   Ki :;. 
mdalk  ;  \\ .   i;    Connolly,   Dundalk;  Joseph   Finegan, 
Dundalk;  James  V.  'u ndalk  ;  James  Donnelly,  Dun 

:ies  Carre!!,  Chairman  of  the  Dundalk  Town  Commis- 
sioners, proposed  that  the  Right  Hon.  Lord  Louth  should  take 
the  chair.  Major-General  Woolsey,  D.L.,  seconded  the  resolu- 
tion. 

LORD  LOUTH  said — My  lords,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  it  affords 
me  great  pleasure  to  preside  over  a  meeting  in  my  own  county, 
of  all  classes  and  creeds,  meeting  for  a  common 
object — the  putting  before  the  English  Government  in  the 
strongest  possible  and  most  respectful  manner  our  claims  to  have 
the  taxation,  which  bears  so  hardly  on  Ireland,  and  more  particu- 
larly on  agriculture,  reduced.  I  regret  the  absence,  through 
illness,  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County,  Lord  Masaereene. 
i>eing  in  the  chair  to-day  would  have  been  most  suitable, 
inasmuch  as  he  is  the  lineal  descendant  of  Speaker  Forster,  who 
made  such  a  strong  •  ,  as  to  the  financial  arrangements 

at  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  Union. 

\KDLE,  J.Pn  hon.  secretary,  then  read  a 
•r  of  letters  of  apology  for  non-attendance,  including  the 
following : — 
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Jan.  6th,  '97. 

"DEAR  SIR,— I   beg  to  thank  you   for  tin    invitation   to  be 
present  at  the  Louth  county  meeting,  called  by  Lord  Massci 
to  consider  the  Report  of  the  Financial  Kchtions  Comi 

v  much  I  shall  not  be  able  to  attend  the  meeting 
its  object  has  my  most  earnest  sympathy  and  best  wishes  for  its 
success.  The  question  to  be  considered  is  of  vital  inter,  t  to  the 
future  welfare  of  the  country.  The  continual  drain  of  population 
and  wealth,  coincident  with  a  steady  and  undue  increase  of 
taxation,  would  soon  reduce  to  a  state  of  hopeless  prostration  a 
country  much  more  prosperous  than  ours.  I  have  no  clouht  that, 
if  our  claim  to  fairer  treatment  be  kept  before  the  public,  with 
moderation,  perseverance,  and,  above  all,  by  the  united  voice  of 
the  whole  country,  a  sense  of  justice  will  ultimately  prevail  over 
interested  motives,  and  move  the  Government  to  apply  an  effec- 
tual remedy  to  so  crying  an  evil.  Wishing  the  meeting  every 
success — I  am,  dear  sir,  yours  faithfully, 

"  *  MICHAEL  CARD.  LOGUE." 

"Antrim  Castle,  Jan.  4th,  '97. 

•I;AR  SIR, — I  am  sorry  to  inform  you  that  I  cannot  possibly 
attend  the  meeting  I  convened  for  7th  of  this  month.  I  am  only 
just  recovering  from  an  attack  of  congestion  of  the  lungs,  and  am 
ordered  by  my  doctor  not  to  go  out  of  the  house  for  some  time. 
I  hope  the  meeting  will  be  well  attended,  and  that  the  speakers  to 
the  resolutions  will  be  moderate  in  their  language,  while  asking 
fiat  justitia  ruat  ccelum. — Yours  truly, 

"  MASSEREENE," 

"  Drumcar  House,  Dunleer,  Jan.  3,  1897. 
"  DEAR  SIR, — I  beg  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  com- 
munication of  December  3ist,  1896,  and,  in  answer,  write  to  say 
that  I  cannot  attend  the  meeting  in  Dundalk  on  the  7th  of  this 
month,  as  I  have  to  be  in  Dublin  on  important  business  that 
day. — I  remain,  yours  faithfully, 

"  RATHDONNELL." 

Mr.  J.  R.  GARSTIN,  D.L.,  J.P.  (Unionist),  proposed  the  first 
resolution  as  follows  : — 

"  Whereas  it  appears  from  the  report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
appointed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  inquire  into  the 
financial  relations  between  Great  Britain  and  this  country,  that 
Ireland  has  been  and  is  being  inequitably  taxed,  we,  representing 
the  taxpayers  of  the  County  Louth,  hereby  call  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  give  their  earnest  attention  to  that  report  with  a 
view  to  the  prompt  relief  of  Ireland  from  such  disproportionate 
taxation.11 
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e  last  occasion  on  which  it  fell  to  his  lot  to  address  a 
consequent  la!k  it  was  his  duty  to  pot 
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Legislative  Union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  On 
resent  occasion  such  topics  would,  of  course,  be  out  of  place, 
i  was  only  just  .1  to  say  that  he 

posii  though  he  gladly  recognised  that  m  this 

movement  there  was  another  lund  of  union  which  he  hoped  might 
lead  to  happy  results  for  the  coui 

SIR   STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  ON  IKISil  TAXATION. 

Mr.   1  .<-:  r,  Speaker  of  the  Irish  House  of  Commons,  and 
ancestor  of  Lord  Massereene,  who  had  had  the  courage  of  calling 

ing.  said  that  during  the  sixteenth  century  Irclan 
joyed  the  lightest  taxation  in  Europe.     He  would  contrast  with 
that  statement   the  statement  of  two   English    witnesses. 
Stafford  Northcoic  drew  up  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  which,  unfo  .  did  not  lead  to  any 

legislation  or  to  the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the  people 
.iwing  up  that  report.  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
adopted,  and  with  apparent  approval,  the  language  of  another 

ho  held  an  official  appointment  in 

Ireland  in  conne*  Ufa  the  Poor  Law  :"  The  pressure  of 

taxation  will  be  felt  most  by  the  weakest  part  of  the  community. 

and  as  the  average  wealth  of  the  Irish  taxpayer  is  less  than  the 

average  wealth  of  the  Englis'  ility  of  Ircla: 

bear  heavy  taxation  is  evidently  less  than  the  ability  of  England." 

afford  Northcote  quoted  what  Mr.  Senior  Taxation 

igland  is  both  the  heaviest  and  the  lightc  ••.e  —  the 

heaviest  as  regards  the  amount  raised,  but  the  lightest  as  regards 

the  abilit)  ••  amount     But  in  the  case  of  Ireland  it  is 

heavy  both  as  regards  the  amount  and  the  ability  of  the  con- 

tributor.     England  is  the  most  lightly  taxed,  and  Ireland 

most  heavily  taxed  country,  though  both  are  nominally  liable  to 

equal  tax.r  .  iiat  was  said  in  the  year  1865.    If  it  was  true 

how  much  truer  was   it   now,    fifteen   yean   afterwards? 

i  yean  alone,  one-seventh  of  the  people  had 

cared,  and  the  same  proportion   had   been  added  to  the 

burden  that  remained  to  be  borne  by  the  residue  that  still  strug- 

:mlcr  that  burden. 

IRELAND  A  SEPARATE  ENTITY: 

The  Times  had  objected  to  their  raising  this  separate  r 

ion  on  the  ground  that  since  the   consolidation  of  the 

exchequers  Ireland  had  no  fiscal  separate  entity.     He  thought 

that  implied  that  all  the  statesmen  down  to  about  the  year  1858 

be  very  foolish  men,  because  they  treated  Ireland  as  a 
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separate  entity.     Why  the  taxation  was  not  even  yet  id- 
Then   in   Ireland   they  had  their  separate  Commnnder-in-Chief, 
they  had  their  separate  judges;   everyone  of  the  church 
Ireland  was  distinct  from  similar  organisations  in  Englan< 
in  Ireland  they  had  to  pay  twice  over  for  their  clergy;  ti 
Ireland  had  separate  civil  government ;  they  hid  a  distinct  BJ 
of  education,  and  their  Poor-law  system  was  quite  distinct. 
had    also   their  Lord   Lieutenant.     I  ded   to  the  A 

Union  itself.     The  Act  of  Union  was  not  a  mere  Act  of  1 
ment — it    was    a    treaty    between    two    nations.      Though   the 
legislatures  were  united  on  certain  terms,  the  fiscal  union  <! 
take  place  until    1817,   and  the    fiscal    systems   were   not 
completely  assimilated. 

Mr.  PETER  HUGHES,  Chairman  Dundalk  Board  of  Guardians, 
seconded  the  resolution. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY,  M.P.,  supported  the  resolution.     He  said — 
The  movement  was  not  only  remarkable  in  itself,  but  wai 
remarkable  for  the  unanimity  of  those  who  had  taken  part  in  it. 
It  showed  a  remarkable  coming  together  of  the  various  classes 
and  creeds  too  long  estranged  by  differences  arising  out  of  the 
history  of  the  country.     None  of  them  should  say  a  single  word 
which   could   offend   their   fellow-labourers  in  the  great  field  <>f 
National  effort  in  which  they  were  engaged     When  they  met  in 
Parliament   they  would  receive  far  different  consideration  from 
those  who  had  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  responsible  advisers  of 
Her  Majesty  than  they  had  yet  received  from  the  Times  newspaper. 
When  they  were  often  told  that  lack  of  union  was  the  great  failing 
of  the  Irish  character  he  thought  they  might  have  received  some 
better  treatment  when,  for  the  first  time  in  the  century,  all  Irish- 
men met   together  with   unanimity  to  put  forward  a  respectful 
demand  for  the  carrying  out  of  the  Report  made  to  the  Queen 
by  the  Royal  Commission.     In  taking  this  ground  they  took  a 
solid  one.     Her  Majesty  had  called  together  her  advisers  to  ask 
them  questions  arising  out  of  the  relative  taxation  of  Ireland  and 
England.     These   Commissioners  had  reported  to  Her  Majesty 
that  the  demand  now  made  in  Ireland  was  that  Her  Majesty's 
responsible  Executive  should  give  ear  and  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  her  own  Royal  Commission. 

THE  ARGUMENTS  OF  "THE  TIMES  "  :    THE  ACT  OF  UNION. 

He  would  confine  himself  merely  to  arguing  two  propositions  put 
forward  in  an  article  in  the  Times.  That  article  stated  that  tney 
advised  the  public  not  to  be  led  away  into  the  technical  contro- 
versies of  statisticians,  but  to  keep  their  footing  steadily  on  firm 
ground.  The  article  then  went  on  to  say  that  the  public  should 
not  lose  sight  of  the  two  main  points.  In  the  first  place,  that  the 
findings  of  the  Commission  were  vitiated  by  the  terms  of  reference 
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and  the  constitution  of  the  t>ody,  and  in  the  second  place,  that 
.  ul  policy  of  the  Stale  had  been  for  a  great  many  yean, 
as  was  contemplated  by  the  Act  of  Union,  a  policy  of  equality  of 
applied  to  all  citizens  of  the  United   Km.- 

and  abatements.    The  true  way  to  argu 

quc  Hcaly  went  on  to  say,  was  to  argue  it  from  the  point 

•w  of  a  Unionist  standing  on  the  terms  of  the  Union  itself. 

:  was  that  Union?    M  >  had  pointed  out  that  the 

Union   was  not  a  statute  but  a  treaty.    It  took  a  statute  of 

n  the  English  Parliament  and  a  statute  in  Ireland 

Therefore  it  sprang  not  from  any 

sovereign  Legislature  but  from  the  united  act  of  two  sov. 
bodies.  That  Act  of  Union  laid  down  that  there  were  to  be 
regard  to  Ireland  certain  exemptions  and  abatements.  I 

•r  laid  down  that  there  was  to  be  a  revision  and  rcconsidera- 

->f  the  fiscal  burdens  —  first  after  twenty  years,  and  after  1820 

>  cry  succeeding  seven  years.     Had  that  treaty  of  Union  been 

?    So  far  from  being  kept  he  might  say  that  from  the  year 

until  now  there  never  had  been  a  reconsideration,  and  the 

only  thing  they  had  received  in  the  shape  of  a  change  was  in  every 

instance  a  change  for  the  worse  and  the  laying  on  of  new  taxes  in 

the  way  of  Income-tax  and  increased  duties  on  spirits  and  tobacco. 

i  Si  7  to  1897  there  never  had  been  anything  but  bad 

in  regard  to  Article  7  of  the  treaty  of  Union. 

NO  COURT  OF  APPEAL. 

.arstin  had  reminded  them  that  in  America  Income-tax  was 
declared  unconstitutional,  and  that  was  done  by  an  Act  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  But  when  Ireland,  Eng- 
land, and  Scotland  were  united  it  was  not  a  federal  union,  but  an 

;  >oratcd  union,  with  the  result  that  in  the  case  of  the  treaty 
which  the  Three  Kingdoms  came  to,  there  was  no  revisory  court 
to  see  that  its  terms  and  clauses  were  fairly  observed.  When  the 
States  of  the  American  Union  forewent  their  sovereignty  and 
agreed  to  establish  a  federal  union  they  took  the  precaution  of 
providing  a  court  to  see  that  the  terms  were  fairly  kept  as 
between  State  and  State  and  as  between  each  State  and 

deral  Congress.  If  Scotland  and  Ireland  complained  of  a 
breach  of  treaty  there  was  no  supreme  tribunal  to  which  they 
could  appeal,  and  they  could  only  go  back  to  the  same  Mouse  of 
Commons,  where  the  English  must  necessarily  be  in  a  ma 

ill  the  other  elements  of  representation,  and  thus  they  had 

.nglishmen  who  imposed  these  taxes  acting  as  judge  and 

i  their  own  behalf.  There  was  one  principle  at  the  root  cf 
all  judici  u  inquiries,  and  that  was  that  no  man  should  be  a  judge 

own  cause.  To  whom  had  they  to  appeal  for  the  keeping 
of  the  treaty?  They  had  to  appeal  to  those  whom  they  had 
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accused  of  having  broken  the  articles  of  tl  and  he  should 

:.i.-c«l  it  England  to°^  her  stand  on  the  words  of  the  Times, 
having  appointed  a  Commission  to  inquire  into  th 
Union  in  its  fiscal  relations,  it  should  now  say,  "  Oh,  the  v 
being  against  us  the  jury  was  packed."     Had  it  been  the  other 
how  they  would  have  rubbed  it  into  poor  Ireland. 

EQUALITY   OF   TAXATION. 

But  there  was,  he  agreed,  a  better  argument,  perhaps  a  stronger 
argument,  in  the  second  branch  of  the  Times'  ground  for  repudi- 

the  findings  of  the  Commission.     It  said  that  what  the  Act 
of  Union  contemplated  was  equality  of  taxation  applied  to  all  the 

is  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Was  the  Imperial  taxation  of 
the  United  Kingdom  the  same  at  the  present  moment  ?  Formerly 
when  he  went  into  the  House,  when  they  used  to  be  complaining 
on  this  question  of  taxation,  they  were  reminded  that  there  were 
three  great  taxes  which  Irishmen  had  not  got  to  pay,  and  which 
the  unfortunate  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen  were  groaning  under. 
The  first  was  the  carriage  tax.  He  did  not  know  how  many  Irish- 
men would  suffer  if  there  was  a  tax  put  on  their  coach-and-four. 
Then  there  was  a  tax  on  liveried  servants.  Irishmen  escaped 
that  tax,  but  as  many  Irishmen  would  be  glad  to  have  a  coat  on 
their  backs,  not  to  speak  of  liveries  to  their  servants,  he  hardly 
thought  there  was  very  much  in  that  argument.  The  last  tax 
from  which  Irishmen  were  exempted,  and  which  the  pitmen  of 
Northumberland  and  the  tinplate  workers  of  Wales  had  to  bear, 
was  the  tax  on  what  was  called  armorial  bearings.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  they  should  have  had  these  taxes  in  Ireland  too  if  they 
would  pay  for  the  collection ;  but  they  would  not  pay  for  the 
collection,  and  accordingly  they  had  been  exempted  from  them, 
and  they  stood  free  and  disenthralled  in  the  light  of  heaven  in 
respect  of  these  three  imposts.  But  was  it  the  fact  that  the 
burden  of  taxation  fell  equally  on  all  classes  by  mere  mechanical 
equality  ?  Put  a  tax  on  cheese.  It  would  not  hit  Irishmen  to 
any  real  extent,  but  every  English  and  Scotch  labour  would  feel  it 
bitterly.  If  England  and  France  were  united  and  equal  taxes 
were  levied  on  tea  and  coffee,  a  grave  injustice  would  be  inflicted. 
Put  a  tax  upon  linen  and  they  would  destroy  almost  the  only 
industry  they  had  in  Ireland,  while  letting  John  Bull  go  scot  free. 
Put  a  tax  upon  steel  and  iron,  they  would  exempt  Ireland  and 
crush  the  greatest  of  the  English  industries.  Accordingly  ii 
absurd  to  say  equality  of  taxation  necessarily  meant  absolute 
justice,  A  prudent  and  paternal  Government  when  it  was  con- 
sidering the  question  of  taxes  had  to  look  not  merely  to  the 
commodities  that  had  to  be  taxed  but  at  the  ability  of  the 
shoulders  which  had  to  bear  the  burden.  Since  the  Act  of  Union 
there  had  been  extracted  from  Ireland  the  appalling  sum  of  money 


' 

of  five  hundred  million  pounds  sterling.     Would  any  ma 

id  been  1<  ittd  to  fructify  and 

i  up  local  improvements,  for  the  drainage 

land,  for  pier*  and  harbours  for  their  creeks  and  nvers,  for 

the  development  of  the  soil,  for  the  teaching  of  their  people,  and 

ic  hundred  other  things  to  which  good  government  could 

apply  the  taxes  of  the  people— would  any  man  tell  him  a 

use  of  it  w.mld  not  have  been  made  than  had  been  made  up  to 

.1C? 

EN«  ORANCB. 

He  agreed  there  was  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Parliament 
of  England  to  do  deliberate  injustice  to  any  clan  in  Ireland 
all  remembered  what  the  lady  said  to  Dr.  Johnson  with  regard  to 
a  mistake   in   his  dictionary.     She  had  found  out  that  he  had 
some  wrong  meaning  to  a  word,  and  she  said  to  the  great 
lexicographer,  "  Dr.  Johnson,  how  was  it  you  committed  such  a 
blunder?"    The  lexicographer  looked  down  at  her  and  iai< 
was  ignorance,  madam;  sheer  ignorano  attributed  the 

misgovern mcnt  of  Ireland  to  no  more  sinful  cause  than  that  of 
•beer  ignorance.  They  had  remained  deprived  of  the  necessary 
equipment  until  this  Commission  sat  of  even  investigating  and 
probing  this  financial  burden.  The  Committee  of  General  Dunn, 
a  Conservative  gentleman,  member  for  Queen's  County,  whose 
name  should  be  remembered  with  honour — this  Committee  sat 
in  the  sixties,  when  Mr.  Gladstone  had  brought  in  his  heavy 
taxation  under  the  assumed  name  of  equality.  It  tried  to  . 
the  (acts,  but  the  Treasury  always  refused  to  give  them.  General 
Dunn's  Committee  was  appointed  on  the  principle  that  Ireland 
was  a  separate  entity  from  England  and  from  Scotland.  The 
Timfs  had  nothing  to  say  thirty  years  ago  to  that  proposition. 
C mMcrs'  Commission  was  appointed  on  the  basis  that  Ireland  was 
a  separate  entity  from  England  and  Scotland,  and  the  Times  had 
nothing  to  say  against  that  proposition.  But  to-day,  when  the 
Commission  o:  idstone  had  reported — not  when  it  was 

appointed,  but  when  it  was  seen  that  the  verdict  was  in  favour  of 
Ireland— then,  for  the  first  time,  the  Timet  laid  down  the  doctrine 
that  Ireland  was  not  a  separate  entity,  and  that  it  was  people  who 
were  taxed  and  not  areas. 

IRELAND   A  SEPARATE   EN  i 

He  thought  be  need  hardly  argue  with  them  that  Ireland  was  a 
separate  entity.     Why  it  was  not  merely  that  the  treaty  of  I 
created  and  preserved  it  as  such,  but  two  out  of  every 
statutes  passed  through  the  House  of  Commons  recognised  the 
separate  entity.     It  was  the  Almighty  and  not  the  Act  of  Union 
who  had  made  Ireland  a  separate  entity,  and  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
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and  its   waves  would  guard  and  keep  it  so.     The  Queen  did  not 
:ly  rule   Ireland.    She  sent  a  Viceroy  to  rule  he 
v.    The  police  who  governed  the  country  so  largely 

y  were  separate  ;  the  bar  was  separate  ;  the 

Irish  barrister  was  made  to  feel  that  he  was  a  separate  entity  at 
the  English  bar,  because  he  had  no  right  to  plead  before  the  courts 
of  Her  Majesty  across  the  Channel.    The  Established  Church  in 
nd  was  a  separate  entity.    It  was  destroyed  by  an  Act  which 
was  another  separate  entity,  and  the  very  argument  of  the  men  who 
disestablished  the  Church  was  this — "  Oh,  you  are  safe  to  dis- 
establish the  Church  in  Ireland  ;  the  fire  won't  spread  to  England 
Our  Church  here  is  safe  because  England  is  a  separated 
l.md  laws  were  separate.     During  the  last  fifteen  years  1 1 
was  seethed  in  an  agitation  that  had  set  class  against  class,  and  it 
was  a  remarkable  fact  that  the  entire  amount  of  the  reduction 
given  as  the  result  of  all  this  agitation,  turmoil,  and  confusion  was 
only  half  of  the  amount  found  to  be  due  to  Ireland  by  the  Report 
.  of  the  Royal  Commission. 

THE   UNITED   MOVEMENT. 

Why  then  should  not  landlord  and  tenant,  merchant  and  artizan, 
employer  and  employed,  meet  upon  a  common  platform  to  discuss 
this  grievous  question  which  had  arisen  after  a  century  of  union 
with  England?  He  was  told  forsooth  that  the  Irish  landlords  had 
come  into  this  movement  with  a  selfish  motive  ;  and  why  should 
they  not?  And  he  was  told  that  the  Irish  tenants  had  received 
them  into  it  with  open  arms  from  a  selfish  motive;  and  why  should 
they  not?  And  was  it  against  a  man's  action  that  his  motives 
should  be  those  of  self-interest  as  well  as  of  patriotism  ?  They 
did  not  pretend,  like  the  English  people,  to  be  archangels.  The 
Irish  people  were  a  separate  entity  in  the  fact  that  they  had  no 
part  or  share  in  British  virtues ;  but  when  they  joined  together 
as  a  separate  entity  to  demand  justice,  then  the  English  people 
found  out  that  there  was  not  only  a  union  of  hearts  but  a  union  of 
pockets.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  never  joined  with  greater  or  more  cor- 
dial pleasure  in  any  movement  than  he  had  done  in  that.  He 
never  stood  upon  any  platform  with  greater  satisfaction  than  he 
did  upon  that.  It  was  not  a  sundering,  it  was  a  united,  platform. 
There  had  been  brought  there  together  all  creeds  and  all  classes 
to  interchange  views  with  one  another,  and  not  only  was  that  going 
on  in  the  county  Louth,  but  he  trusted  it  would  go  on  in  every 
one  of  the  thirty- two  counties  of  Ireland,  so  that  if  in  the  shape  of 
pounds,  shillings,  or  pence  they  did  not  succeed  in  wringing  one 
copper  from  the  Treasury  of  England,  he  regarded  the  cementing 
and  knitting  together  of  all  persons  and  estates  within  that  land 
on  platforms  like  that  as  the  harbinger  of  a  better  day  and  a 
brighter  horizon  for  their  country.  It  was  in  that  spirit  that  the 
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movement  had  been  tnd  would  be  conducted.    It  was  in  that 
movement  was  formidable.     But  it  was  formidable 
as  against  fraud  and  ill-will,  and  it  had  no  other  thr 
menace  in  it.     It  was  one  that  all  creeds,  til  classes,  all  sections 
and  estates  could  take  part  in,  and  they  were  there  congratulating 
themselves  th.r  day  and  generation  it  bad  been  given  to 

ve  to  see  a  union  so  great,  so  solemn,  and  so  sanctified, 
<-y  prayed  that  it  imjit  be  rendered  perpetual 

•MAS  Lot  ,ui  supporting  the  resolution,  i.-: 

was  now  clearly  seen  that  a  great  issue  bad  been  raised,  and 
Englishmen  would  despise  them  if  they  did  not  press  it  in  a  worthy 
manner.    The  Tima  had  recently  written  that  it  was  now  no  new 
for  all  classes  of  Irishmen  to  unite  when  the  question  of 
British  money  was  concerned.    This  was  a  complete  misappre- 
hension.  They  did  not  want  British  money.    They  simply  wanted 
steward.     The  British  Treasury  had  been 
:d  of  the  Irish  Kxchequcr  for  ninety-four  years,  and  the 
people  of  Ireland  wanted  to  know  how  much  had  been  collected 
fad  been  done  with  it 

A    MATTER   OP    FIGURES. 

account  had  been  taken,  and  that  was  the  work  which 
Royal  Commission  accomplished.  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  as  to  the  constitution  of  this  Commission.  It  should,  how- 
t*  remembered  that  in  a  Commission  the  constitution  counted 
nothing,  simply  because  the  members  dealt  with  facts  and  figures, 
and  worked  them  out  on  scientific  principles.  Wh.it  Ireland  was 
thinking  of  -vas  not  the  men,  but  the  work  that  had  been  done 
The  whole  question  was  one  of  account,  and  in  such  a  state  of 
affairs  he  thought  that  the  jeers  and  sneers  of  the  British  Press 
were  out  of  place.  No  honest  steward  would  sneer  or  jeer  on  being 
asked  to  produce  his  account.  The  Financial  Relations  Commis- 
sion showed  that  too  much  money  had  been  taken  from  Ireland, 
iat  too  much  money  was  being  taken  from  this  country  year 
by  year.  In  tlu  year  1896  the  people  of  Ireland  paid  in  taxes 
almost  twelve  and  a  quarter  millions  of  money,  and  he  thought 
that  no  burden  like  that  was  to  be  found  in  any  pan  of  the  civilised 

THE   AGRICULTURAL   RATES  ACT. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  gave  ,£2,000,000  for  the 
of  agricultural  land.  This  ought  to  have  been  apportioned 
between  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland  according  to  the  acreage 
or  else  according  to  the  gross  assessment  of  land  for  Income-tax. 
If  apportioned  according  to  the  acreage,  ,£1,160,000  would  have 
gone  to  England,  ,£220.000  to  Scotland,  and  ,£620,000  to 
Ireland.  If  apportioned  according  to  the  gross  assessment  of 
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land  for  Income-tax,  ,£1,420,000  would  i  ic  to  England, 

.£220,000  to  Scotl  \   ^£360,000   to   Ireland.      Instead  of 

either  arrangement,  the  money  was  apportioned  according  to  .Mr. 
Goschen's  old  ratio,  by  which  England  got  .£1,600,000,  Sco 
.£220,000,  and  Ireland  .£180,000.     If  they  were  to  get  any  good 
for  Ireland  they  should  stand  together,  and  men  of  all  j> 
should  agree  to  attempt  a  solution  in  some  practical  way. 

TAXATION   AND   EXPENDITURE. 

They  should  first  resist  the  imposition  of  any  more  taxes.  An 
point  was  that  they  should  be  protected  against  reduction  in  Iiish 
expenditure  without  any  reduction  in  the  Irish  taxes.  Strenuous 
efforts  were  being  made  to  reduce  expenditure,  but  with  any  such 
reduction  there  should  be  a  reduction  of  taxation.  Reduction  in 
the  police  force  would  be  all  very  well  if  the  Irish  people  get  any 
benefit  from  it,  but  if  the  money  was  to  be  wasted  it  was  better 
that  it  should  be  wasted  in  Ireland  than  in  England,  i 
to  the  evidence  given  by  Mr.  Micks  before  the  Commission,  he 
pointed  out  that  that  gentleman  stated  that  a  good  way  to  bring 
about  some  relief  was  by  a  remission  of  the  tax  on  tea  and  tobacco. 
The  Chancellor  who  would  take  off  these  taxes  would  deserve  well 
of  the  country.  Sixty  years  ago  the  taxes  were  only  six  millions, 
and  they  paid  them  out  of  the  produce  of  their  land,  but  the 
produce  was  then  twice  its  present  price.  Wheat  was  then  sixty 
or  seventy  shillings  a  quarter,  whereas  the  present  price  was  thirty 
shillings  or  less.  Their  produce  had  fallen  one-half  in  value 
they  had  no  means  of  paying  the  taxes  except  out  of  this  produce. 
The  taxes  were  now  twelve  millions,  and  when  they  remembered 
the  wasted  condition  of  agriculture  they  should  feel  that  there  was 
no  relief  for  the  people  who  had  to  pay  these  taxes  except  that 
some  merciful  Government  some  day  would  roll  the  burden  off 
their  shoulders. 

The  resolution  was  passed  unanimously. 

Mr.  A.  H.  WYNNE,  J.P.  (Unionist),  proposed  the  second  reso- 
lution, as  follows  : — 

"  That  we  call  upon  the  Irish  representatives,  irrespective  of 
party,  to  unite  in  forcing  the  attention  of  Parliament  on  this 
important  subject  until  it  shall  have  been  settled  on  an  equitable 
basis." 

He  said  he  was  more  of  an  optimist,  perhaps,  than  some  of  those 
who  had  preceded  him  as  to  the  effect  of  drawing  attention  to  this 
subject  It  appeared  to  him  that  there  was  no  assembly  in  the 
world  that  was  more  likely  than  the  House  of  Commons  to  attend 
to  a  matter  like  this,  and  to  remedy  any  wrong  that  might  be 
proved  to  exist  These  county  meetings  had  profoundly  impressed 
every  man  who  was  worth  impressing  in  England.  He  could  not 
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but  think  that,  as  they  had  a  good  case,  the  House  of  Common* 

they  oomplaji 

Unionist),  in  seconding  the 
resolution,  said  he  was  very  glad  to  take  part  in  a  meeting  of  that 

comprised  of  members  of  Parliament  and  represet 
various  creeds  and  classes.    As  a  descendant  of  one  who  took 
;i  the  great  movement  of  1781,  he  now  joined  with  pleasure 
ic  movement  of  1897. 
The  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted. 

\.  LEI-NORM  ,  J.r.  (Unionist),  proposed  the 

.is  follows  : — 

hat  we  learn  with  satisfaction  that  a  meeting  representative 
of  all  Ireland  is  shortly  to  assemble  in  DuMm  in  furtherance  of 

tiovemcnt,  and  we  hereby  authorise  the  committee  charged 
with  the  arrangements  for  this  meeting  to  nominate  delegates  to 
represent  this  Con:  to  co-operate  and  promote  gen 

the  success  of  the  mover 

The  finding  of  the  Commission  intimately  aflccted  everyone  in 
the  country,  and  any  1  who  did  not  take  part  in  that 

movement  was,  in  his  opinion  neglecting  the  best  interests  of  his 
coun 

Mr.  W.  J.  O'REinv.  D. I..  (Unionist),  seconded  the  motion. 
He  considered  that  the  Irish  Members  of  Parliament,  of  all  parties, 
should  hold  a  meeting  in  order  to  decide  upon  their  course  of 
action. 

The  motion  was  passed  unaninv 

IAS  J.  B\  proposed  :— 

iat  a  copy  of  the  foregoing  resolutions  be  sent  to  the  Prime 
ord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  all  Members  of 
Parlianu 

JOHN  CONNICK,  Chairman  of  the  Dundalk  Harbour  Com- 
missioners, seconded  the  motion,' which  was  unanimously  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  \v.  R.  ROGERS,  President  of  the  Dundalk  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  was  moved  to  the  second  chair. 

Mr.  T.  i  VRDLE,  J.P.,  moved  a  vote  of  thanks  to 

Lord  Louth.  He  said  Lord  Louth  was  not  an  absentee  landlord ; 
he  believed  he  was  a  good  landlord,  and  he  knew  him  to  be  a 
good  sportsman.  Lord  Louth 's  presence  at  that  meeting  was  a 
proof  that  in  the  near  future  he  and  the  other  members  of  the 
aristocracy  were  going  to  take  their  fair  share  of  work  in  the  public 
life  of  the  coui 

Dr.  R.  M.  BLAKE,  J.  P.,  seconded  the  vote  of  thanks,  which  was 
passed  unanimously. 
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LORD  LOUTH  said  he  appreciated  very  highly  tlu-  v<  tr  of  thanks 
ia<l  so  enthusiastically  passed,  and  he  wished  to  say  in  reply 
that  he  should  feel  proud  indeed  when  this  gru 
to  think  th:it  he  had  taken  any  part,  however  humble,  in  n. 
ing  it     He  believed  with   Mr.  Healy  that  this  was  one  of  the 
greatest  grievances  of  the  century. 


KING'S  COUNTY  (Birr  District). 

No  General  Meeting  was  held  for  King's  County,  though 
several  requisitions,  largely  representative  of  all  political 
parties,  were  forwarded  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the 
County,  the  Earl  of  Rosse,  K.P.  His  Lordship  declined 
to  call  the  County  Meeting  on  the  ground  that,  at  the  date 
when  the  request  reached  him  the  question  had  come 
before  Parliament.  The  success  of  the  District  Meeting, 
held  under  Lord  Rosse's  own  chairmanship  in  Birr,  gave 
sufficient  proof,  however,  of  the  general  union  of  men  of  all 
parties  and  classes  in  King's  County  on  the  questions 
raised  by  the  Financial  Relations  Commission.  The  meet- 
ing was  held  on  Saturday,  Qth  of  January,  1897,  in  tnc 
Old  Town  Hall,  Birr.  Amongst  those  present  were  : — 

T.  Roberts  Garvey,  A.M.,  J.P.,  Chairman  Birr  Town  Com- 
missioners ;  Rev.  James  Costigan,  P.P.,  Kilcoleman  ;  Rev.  Dr. 
phill,  rector  of  Birr;  Rev.  J.  Melville  Irwin,  M.A.,  Presby- 
terian minister,  Birr;  Rev.  Thomas  Phelan,  P.P.,  Seirkierans; 
Rev.  Father  Flanagan,  C.C.,  Birr;  Rev.  Father  Daly,  C.C.,  P>irr ; 
Rev.  Father  Hannan,  C.C.,  Birr;  William  Kennedy  Marshall, 
D.L.;  James  C.  T.  Willington,  B.L.,  J.P. ;  Major  George  L. 
Bennett,  J.P.,  Grange ;  R.  B.  Kennedy,  Annagh  ;  James  Browne, 
T.C.,  J.P. ;  William  O'Meara,  -J.P. ;  John  O'Meara,  A.B.,  J.P., 
Somerset ;  James  Corcoran,  J.P.,  Oakley  Park ;  John  Corcoran, 
P.L.G.,  coroner,  Thomastown  ;  James  Dooley,  J.P.,  The  Pass; 
Laurence  B.  Molloy,  J.P,  Clonbeale;  Mark  Quigley,  T.C.i 
Patrick  Cleary,  T.C. ;  Francis  Jackson,  P.L.G. ;  Bernard  Sweeney, 
solicitor ;  H.  V.  Golden,  Dr.  A.  Mitchell,  Kinnetty  ;  R.  C. 
Jackson,  Wraymount;  Stephen  Matthews,  T.C.,  Birr;  Joseph 
Moran,  T.C.;  Birr;  J.  J.  Byrne,  T.C.;  Michael  Dooley,  D.V.C. 
Birr  Board  of  Guardians ;  William  Fitzpatrick,  T.C. ;  James 
Kennedy,  C.E.,  T.C.  ;  Hugh  J.  Bergin,  John  Powell,  John 
Wright,  Terence  O'Brien,  Henry  Frend,  T.C.,  P.L.G. ;  Wm.  E. 
Woods,  T.C.,  J.P. ;  John  E.  Gamble,  P.L.G.;  John  Dooly, 
Samuel  R.  Cruess,  P.L.G.  ;  George  Hackett,  Thomas  Mitchell, 
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Thomas  Molloy,  T.C. ;  Wm.  K.  Fayle,  T.( 
v,  George  Browne.   Henry  Barlow,  Town  Clerk, 
i  reacy,  Wm.  Kingston,  Thomas  Hogan,  1'  -orjee 

Dooly,  Colonel  Charles  Hackett.  J.r% 
alley,    1  Baldwin, 

ton   Borccn,    A.   Wright,  Thomas   Hackett,   J.l 

ihomas  H.  Drought,    i  .igtboro';    Richard 

ichardsoi  Dorrha ;    Francis    P. 

Balivor. 
Analysis  of  the  list  of  those  present  shows  that  a  moiety  of 

ng  was  Unionist. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said : — Gentlemen,  in  response  to  a  generally 
and  t:  y  signed  rc<;  itlvr  than  because  I  have 

strong  opinion  on  the  subject,  I  have  asked  you  to 
here  to-day  to  consider  the  report  of  the  Financial  Relations 
nission.     I  am  unable  to  see  that  anything  has  been  conclu- 
ved  by  the  findings  of  the   Royal  Commission.      A 
t  the  Commission  have  agreed  only  to  a  short  report 
containing  five  conclusions,  the  most  important  of  which  are  that 
Ireland  must  be  considered  separately  for  the  purposes  of  the 
A!  that  Ireland  has  had  to  bear  an  undue  burthen  of 
>n  more  than  she  can  bear.     Two  of  the  Commissioners 
c  to  sign  even  this  short  report,  and  when  we  go  further,  and 
look  at  their  reasoning  and  reasons,  five  agree  to  one  report,  three 
to  a  second,  three  to  a  third,  and  the  other  two,  the  dissentients 
the  short  report,  write  each  their  own.     Hence,  I  say,  there 
:rom  unanimit  do  they  consider  that  Ireland  pays  too 

A  proportion  ?  Much  is  said  about  the  same  taxes  falling 
more  heavily  upon  the  poor  country  than  upon  the  rich,  and  that 
as  Ireland  is  the  poorer,  therefore  she  can  the  less  easily  bear  the 
Income-tax  and  the  death  duties.  I  should  have  thought  it  rather 
the  reverse.  The  small  incomes  pay  no  Income-tax,  and,  there- 
fore, as  the  smaller  incomes  preponderate  in  Ireland,  the  total  paid 
>e  less.  The  same  thing  with  more  force  can  be  said  of  the 
death  duties,  which  are  graduated.  The  whole  case,  then,  seems 
to  rest  upon  the  indirect  taxes,  the  tax  on  tea  and  that  on  spirits. 
The  matter  i%  I  think,  a  very  fair  one  for  argun  hy  should 

one  of  our  largest  home  manufacturers  be  singled  out  for  a  specially 
heavy  tax  as  compared  with  foreign  wines,  and  n.  and  other 

in  England?  I  think  that  Parliament  may  very  fairly  be 
asked  to  look  into  this.  I  think,  however,  that  much  difference  of 
opinion  may  be  expected  among  us  as  to  whether  the  cheapening 
of  the  whiskey  may  be  of  benefit  to  the  country.  It  seems  to  be 
generally  admitted,  even  by  the  Commissioners,  that  <i 

>  are  not  practicable,  and  that  if  the  taxes  remain  as  they  are 
a  compt-ns.it in)*  grant  i«  :or  the  promotion  of  industries  is 

the  only  thing  possible.     I  think,  however,  that  we  should  be  care- 
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ful  not  to  lean  too  much  on  such  extraneous  aid.     England  owes 
her  commercial  greatness  in  a  large  degree  to  the  self-reliance  of 
her  people  working  singly  or  collectively,  but  indepcmK  i 
possible,  of  Government  aid.     No  doubt  in  the  last  ccntui 
industries  suffered  much  from  English  commercial  influent ' 
that  is  past  and  gone,  or  if  in  any  way  it  be  shown  at  all  to  exist 
it  must  and  will  be  set  right.     I  think  we  must  all  rejoi 
many  efforts  are  being  made  to  promote  Irish  industr 
increase  of  the  wealth  of  the  country  from  an  increase  of  produc- 
tive power  is  a  clear  and  satisfactory  gain,  as  it  takes  nothing  from 
anyone  else.      Whi  ^ing  these  views  for  myself,  I  shall  he 

glad  that  everyone  will  say  freely  to  what  conclusions  he  has  come, 
for  by  free  discussion  only  can  the  general  opinion  be  gathered. 
The  Rev.  J.  F.  DALY,  CC,  proposed— 

hat  this  meeting  of  the  taxpayers  of  Birr  Division  of  the 
King's  County  hereby  express  its  sense  of  the  enormous  import- 
ance of  the  finding  of  the  majority  of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
the  Financial  Relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and 
declare  its  belief  that  the  future  prosperity  of  Ireland  and  the 
social  happiness  and  welfare  of  her  people  are  vitally  concerned 
in  securing  a  readjustment  of  any  inequalities  which  may  appear 
to  exist  in  the  present  system  of  taxation,  so  as  to  give  efiV 
relief  to  the  Irish  taxpayers  from  any  burden  which  may  be  shown 
to  be  excessive." 

He  said  that  the  first  great  fundamental  fact  staring  them  in 
the  lace  was  that  Ireland  was  actually  paying  into  the  Inij 
Exchequer  over  two  million  pounds  more  than  what  it  should 
pay,  comparing  its  taxable  capacity  to  that  of  Great  Britain. 
This  was  a  startling  statement ;  but  it  rested  on  the  authority  (if 
a  Commission  appointed  by  the  English  Government  itself,  which 
Commission  had  found  that  the  taxable  capacity  of  Ireland  as  to 
Great  Britain  was  i  in  20,  while  Ireland  was  actually  contributing 
in  the  proportion  of  i  in  1 2.  The  Commission  was  composed 
of  men  most  eminent  for  their  abilities  and  most  experienced  in 
financial  matters.  The  verdict  of  the  Commission,  although  his 
lordship  seemed  to  insinuate  differently,  was  substantially  a 
unanimous  one.  Considering  th  ecapacity  of  the  men  composing 
the  Commission,  and  the  almost  unanimous  way  in  which  they 
had  agreed  upon  the  particular  point,  it  would  argue  considerable 
presumption  to  question  their  finding.  The  question  at  present 
at  issue  between  this  country  and  England  was  not  as  to  whether 
Ireland  contributed  taxes  in  excess  of  her  resources,  for  that  was 
universally  admitted,  but  whether  Ireland  had  a  right  to  be  re- 
garded as  a  separate  taxable  entity  from  England  The  gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  channel  in  their  anxiety  to  uphold 
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the  present  system  Ireland  was  not  mdtted  to 

:or  the  purposes  of  L» 

was  ts  much  an  integral  part  of  Great  Britain  as  Yorkshire,  boi 

ash*  Irish  history  would  show  that  that  position  was 

y  untenable.     Their   claim  to  separate  treatment  on  the 

•i  was  fixed  on  the  Act  of  Union  itself, 
w  the  people  of  this  country  were  divided  or  subdivided 
•her  matters,  it  should  be  known  in  England  that  they  were 
at  least  unanimous  on  this,  and  that  they  were  determined  to 
claims  of  the  country  in  this  matter  until  they    were 
i  he  hope  of  their  opponents  in  England  now  was 
to  detach  the  Unionists  of  Ireland  from  this  movement      He- 
was  glad  to  say  that  the  Unionists  all  over  the  country  had  shown 
.elves  too  intelligent  to  be  scared  by  the  bugbears    and 
he  Selfishness  of  England. 

Sessional  Crown  Solicitor  (Unio: 

sccor  :< -solution,  and  said  if  the  findings  of  the  Financial 

Commission  in  their  favour  were  just  and  rightful  he 

present  union  of  all  classes  would  be  maintained 

until  they  succeeded  in  enforcing  their  rights.     He  did  not  see 

why  •  >h  people,  who  helped  to  pass  the  Act  of  Union, 

should  complain  i:  i  now  sought  to  get  the  benefit  of  it 

were  present  that  day  as  taxpayers  of  the  country,  of  different 

religions  and  of  different  political  opinions,  and  they  recognised 

n  was  unanimous  on  one  point,  and  that  was, 

that  they  in  Ireland  had  been  paying  too  much,  and  ought  to  get 

something  back, 

.  JAMES  BROWN,  J.I'.  (Unionist),  supported  the  resolution. 
c  resolution  was  then  adopted. 

The  Rev.  I>r.  I!  KM  THILL,  Rector  of  Birr  (Unionist),  who  was 
greeted  with  applause,  said  that  it  gave  him  the  greatest  pleasure 
i  himself  on  that  platform,  and  to  join  in  the  meeting 

:  h  the  question  before  them  they  should  remember  that 
Ireland  was  a  poor  country.  They  knew  that  England  had  had 
some  bringing  about  the  poverty  of  Ireland  He  was 

neither  afraid  nor  ashamed  to  say  that  there  were  some  pages  of 
the  history  of  Ireland,  and  of  the  infamous  dealings  with  her  by 
England,  of  which  he  was  thoroughly  ashamed.     It  was  exceed- 
ingly difficult  to  say  how  the  injustice  should  be  remedied,  but 
they  need  not  despair  of  its  being  remedied  when  they  all  were 
1  Ie  was  sorry  to  see  a  few  men  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
dissenting  from  the  idea  that  there  was  any  injustice  or  over- 
believed,  however,  that  there  were  only  two  or 
three  Irish  Members  of  Parliament  who  would  oppose  this  move- 
It  would  be  a  happy  day  for  Ireland  if,  on  this  subject,  at 
least,  they  could  all  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder.     He  had  much 
pleasure  in  moving  :— 
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\  is  the  »iu;y  of  the  Government  to  take  iinm 
steps  to  give  careful  consideration  to  the  nrrgul.mti.  s 
plained  of." 

Mr.  JAMKS  HAMILTON  (Unionist)  seconded  the  motion,     lic- 
it was  a  remarkable   fact   that   no   effort  had  been   i 
certainly  no  successful  effort,  to  controvert  the  accuracy  of  the 
figures  upon  which  the  Commissioners  had  based  their  finding. 
It  was  said  by  some  people  in  England  that  the  Report  mu 
wrong,  because  the  men  who  prepared  it  were  Home  Rulers.    But 
politics  could  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  manipulation  of  figures. 
If  the  figures  here  were  not  right,  why  was  not  someo: 
show  it  ?    The  onus  was  on  those  who  were  against  the  Report  to 
displace  them  if  they  could. 

The  resolution  was  car 

Mr.  T.  ROBERTS  GARVEY,  M.A,,  Chairman,  Town   Commis- 
sioneis,  moved  : — 

hat  copies  of  the  resolutions  passed  be  sent  to  the  Marquis 
of  Salisbury,  Mr.  J.  Balfour,  Sir  M.   Hicks-Beach,   Lord  Rose- 
bery,  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mr.  B.  Molloy,  Mr.  John  Morley,  the 
Lieutenant,  and  the  Chief  Secretary." 

The  resolution  was  seconded,  supported,  and  passed  unani- 
mously. 

WEXFORD    COUNTY. 

ONE  of  the  most  successful  and  widely  representative  of 
the  County  meetings  was  that  which  assembled  in  Wex- 
ford   on  Monday,    January    nth,    1897.      Much    in! 
attached  to  it  from  the  circumstance  that  it  was  the  first 
meeting  held  after  the  hostile  declarations  of  the  Uni 
leader,  Mr.  Balfour,  at  Manchester,  on  January  9th.     The 
meeting  had  been  called  by  the  Unionist  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  the  County,  Lord  Maurice  Fitzgerald,  brother   of  the 
late   Duke  of    Leinster,  in    response    to   an    influentially 
signed  requisition.     It  proved  to  be  largely  composed  of 
Unionist  landowners,  clergymen,  and  merchants.     But  the 
attempted  discouragement  of  their    participation    in    the 
movement  had  no  effect,  except  to  bring  into  prominence 
the  depth  of  their  convictions  on  this  great  national  ques- 
tion.    The  meeting  was  held    in   the   Assembly   Ro 
Cornmarket,   Wexford.     On  the  motion  of  the  Most  Rev. 
Dr.  Browne,  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  Ferns,  seconded 
by  Very  Rev.   Dr.  Lathom,   Protestant  Rector  of  Ferns, 
the  chair  was  taken  by  Lord  Maurice  Fitzgerald. 
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Amongst  those  present  wer< 

Most  K  :*bop  of  Fcrnt ;  the  Mayor  of  We* 

Loftus  Byrne,  General 
Peacock 

Barry,  J.P. ;  Colonel 

M'Grath,  Peter  Cassin,  Michael  Brow  Myfet 

Smyth,  James  More,  P.L.G. ;  Alderman  George  Hidden, 
W.  O'William  aompson.  Rev.  Mr    Jacob,  Castlebndge; 

enant-Colom 

J.  Roch  James  Codd, 

UG. ;   James   French,    Michael 
ck    Healy,   Rev.    M.   Browne,  C.C,   Bam  town ; 
ird  Johnston.  vilscoran 

own    Commissioners,    Corey;    Rev.     M. 
;lackwaUr  ag,Rev.  R.C  Rath- 

aspic  .in,   J.P.  i  Cosgrave,    P.L.G. ;    John 

M.  Murphy,  1  Herbert,    ;  jbeit 

Umes  Keating,  Alderman  Thomas  Harpur, 
*slare;  M.  J.  O'Connor,  solicitor;  J.  J.  Kchoe,  T.C  ; 
^vanagh,  O'Conno:  A.  Browne,  J.  N. 

Talb  hn  Codd, 

:.  Hore,< 

i,  Edward  Hore,  J.P. ;  Nicholas  C.  Murphy,  \V.  C.  Furlong, 

ird  Pigott,  Richard  Gibson,  L.   Browne,   P.L.C; 

JcrTarcs,  D.  M  nas   Kchoe,    P.L.<  mith,  M. 

\\  Codd,  m  Boxwell,    Rev.    K.    Aylward, 

>n,  O.S.F. ;  C.  Rogers,  T.C.  ;  Alder- 

Hugh  M'Guire,  J.  Tighe,  T.C.  ;  D.  E.  M'Cart!  key, 

xowe,  Captain  J.   I  Connor, 

O'Kccffe,  ions,  William  ScaKan,  T.C.  ;  Joseph  For 

P.L  i  \V.  J.  O'Neill,  J.  Murphy,  Simon 

i  homas  Leavy,  D.  -  Sinnott, 

Fortune,  James  Hayes,  Thomas  Haydcn,    \\  illiam   Cookman, 
James  Stafford,  P.L  (i.  ;   Captain  James  Smith,  H.C.  ;   James 
Keating,  Patrick  Hynes,  Michael  Sinnott,  J.  J.  Stafford  '  i 
Peter  O'Keeffc,   K  Codd,  St  Peter's  College;  RCN 

Little,  S.  T.  Browne,  New  Ross ;  T.  H.  Richards,  J.  E.  O'Reilly, 
Captain  Holmes,  AMcrman  Tnnpson,  Colonel  Pigott,  Rev.  Canon 
Alexander,  Captain  W.  Greer,  Alderman  Myers,  James  Ahem, 
s  Doyle,  Harry  Cooper,  James  Murphy,  Edward 
CulK  sh,  Bernard  Roice,  J.P. ;  1  Kyan, 

C-C. ;  P.  Lacy,  William  Connick,  Nicholas  Keating,    Nicholas 
v  BoxwelU  P.  Rossitcr,  William   Brown,  Michael 
lurphy,  W.  C  Jeffares,  Michael  White,  Peter 
Corish,  John  Sinnott,  P.L.C.  M.  Bolger,  CC. ;  F.  Carty, 
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John  Pi  Trence,  Rev.  T.    O'Connor,  CO.;   Richard 

Codd,  John  P.  nund  Doyle,  Moses  Dempsc  \     I  >.   Power, 

(). ;  Rev.  VV.   Fortune,   P.P.,    Piercestown  ;    Philip   Scallan, 

T.  Gibson,   P.  Cousins,  Patrick  Ryan,  T.C. ;  Wm* 

Redmond,  John  Murphy,  Rev.  T.  Cloney,    C.C. ; 

,  J.   Rower,    Peter  Shortall,   Rev.   James  Sheeran, 

phy,   P.  Cannon,    William    Kehoe,    John    Whitby, 

Stephen  Prendergast,  William  Keating,  F.  P.  \  m  Roche, 

d   Condron,   Thomas    Bert,    Frederick    Hyland,    Ed 

ns,  Henry  Geoghegan,  Thomas  Caulfield,  Patrick  Lambert, 

John  O'Connor,  Peter  Murphy,  David  Keating,  Thomas  Fortune. 

The    representative    men    present    included    upwards   of  forty 

prominent  Unionists. 

The  CHAIRMAN,  in  opening  the  proceedings,  proposed  Mr. 
Peacocke  as  their  hon.  secretary,  a  motion  which  was  rc< 
with  applause.  His  Lordship  then  continued  : — I  lost  no  time 
on  receiving  your  requisition  that  County  Wexford  should  have  a 
public  meeting  to  consider  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
on  the  Financial  Relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Inland, 
I  lost  no  time  in  at  once  approving  and  calling  that  meeting.  I 
did  so  the  more  readily  as  it  fell  in  with  my  own  views.  I  had 
no  wish  to  come  to  a  meeting,  and  after  the  meeting  was  held  to 
have  said  I  took  no  part  in  that  meeting,  and  that  I  expressed  no 
opinion.  If  a  person  attends  a  meeting  and  takes  the  chair  he 
can  hardly  say  with  reason  that  he  has  not  approved  of  the 
motive  of  the  meeting.  That,  at  all  events,  is  not  my  way  of 
doing  business.  This  is  a  platform  on  which  all  parties  irre- 
spective of  politics  and  religion  are  met,  and  it  is  one  from  which 
I  cannot  understand  how  any  Irishman  holds  aloof;  but  I  do 
think  this,  that  there  has  been  a  certain  amount  of  wild  and  foolish 
talk,  a  certain  amount  of  exaggeration.  I  trust  and  hope,  in  the 
interests  of  the  movement,  that  exaggerations  in  future  public 
meetings — well,  may  not  take  place,  as  it  cannot  but  be 
injurious  to  our  cause.  We  all  have  opinions  with  regard  to  the 
best  manner  in  which  Irish  affairs  may  be  conducted ;  they  differ, 
but  we  need  be  none  the  less  good  friends  on  that  account.  I 
trust  and  hope,  and  appeal  to  this  meeting,  that  in  such  speaking 
as  will  take  place  that  there  will  be  absolutely  no  cause  of  offence 
given  to  any. 

BRITISH  OPINION 

said  before,  this  is  only  opened  up  by  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  which  must  have  taken,  I  think,  nearly  all  of 
us  in  Ireland  by  surprise.  I  am  perfectly  sure  it  equally  has 
taken  the  people  of  Great  Britain  by  surprise.  Amongst  the 
unfortunate  mis-statements  have  been  such  words  as  robbery  and 
plunder — unfortunate  words.  I  don't  look  upon  it  at  all  that  we 
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ison  to  say  that  England  has  wilfully 
injustice  to  this  < 

•talesmen,  if  our  cause  :  d  if  we  arc  ri^ht,  and  •• 

we  arc  r.^rii— I  believe  that  Englishmen  will  K  .  :,-h  and 

our  claims,  and  that  our  cause  will  be  »:  ..  •  with 
i  .merits  by  the  English  people,  an<i 

Roy  '*ion  treat  i     .dicvc  that  we  will  have 

Mie  to  us.     You  may  have  remarked  that  recently  an 
shman  of  eminent  ward  Clarke,  who  is  a  Conserva- 

tive, addressed  his  constituents,  and  expressed  an  opinion 
favourable  to  this  country  that  she  was  overtaxed  It  struck  me 
as  si.  his  remarks  were  received  well  by  his  consti- 

i :  struck  me  that  that  was  a  good  omen  of 
ie  English  people,  if  they  are  educated  to  a 
knowledge  of  the  case  in  full  detail,  will  do  justice  to  this  country. 
s  treat  the  m.  broad  commonsense;  let  us  not  run 

forward  too  fast  and  state  things  which  are  not  true,  and  which 
only  have  the  effect,  perhaps,  of  doing  harm  to  our  cause 
in  putting  the  back  of  Englishmen  up  against  Ireland's  unjust 
aocuv  it   certainly  will  do  harm  in  our 

ry  in  alienating  a  certain  influential  Party  whose  support 
v  of  great  benefit  in  this  movement,  since  it  brings 
a  united  Ireland  on  this  platform. 

SIR  THOMAS  H.  GRATTAN  ESMONDS,  M.P.,  said  they  had  had  in 

cxford  several  historic  county  meetings,  but  he  ventured 

k  that  that  meeting  assembled  that  day  would  also  make  its 

ry  of  our  i  ,ord  Maurice  Fitzgerald,  in 

-.*,  advised  them  to  say  nothing  at  which  anybody  who 

might  not  agree  with  the  political  opinions  of  the  speaker  might 

take    offence.      He  should   be   particularly   cautious   in   saying 

nothing  at  which  anybody  could  take  offence,  and  he  sin. 

hoped  that  in  anything  he  did  say,  he  would  be  credited  with  his 

good  inu 

UNION  Or   PARTIES. 

is  extremely  well  satisfied  to  find  that  in  the  County  Wexford 
ists  were  too  practical  men  and  too  hardheaded  to  be 
taken  in  by  one  of  the  bogies  which  had  been  used  to  distract 
publi  i   from  this  movement  in  which  they  were  now  all 

engaged — namely,  that  in  taking  part  in  this  agitation  for  the 
redress,  or,  at  all  events,  for  investigation  into  the  financial 

>ns    between    England    and    Ireland, .  the    Unionists   of 
Ireland  were  playing   "  He  was  not  a   Un: 

he  could  not  for  the  life  of  him  understand  why  a  Unionist 
\hould  be  more  highly  taxed  than  a  Home  Ruler.  He 
could  not  sec  that  a  I  tic  was  a  Unionist,  was 

specially  bound  to  submit  to  over-taxation,  when  a  Home  1 

i 
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might  legitimately  protest  against  it,  and  he  had  yet  to  learn  th.it 
Irish  Unionists  could  afford  to  be  more  li  \e<l  than  Irish 

Home  Rulers.  It  seemed  to  him  that  they  had  arrived  at  a  most 
fortunate  position  in  the  history  of  Ireland,  when  all  section 
•cds  in  Ireland  found  they  had  a  common  e 
had  to  deal  with  a  question  which  affected  them  all,  and  in 
interests  were  bound  up,  and  that  fortunate  con- 
dition of  things  had  brought  about  an  unprecedented  union 
in  Ireland  which  should  rejoice  the  heart  of  every  honest 
Irishman.  And  he  hoped  for  one,  that  that  union  would 
continue.  Lord  Maurice  had  stated  that  the  Irish  penpK- 
were  rather  prone  to  overstate  their  case.  He  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  reading  some  references  made  to  this  agit 
of  theirs  by  some  English  newspapers,  and  he  must  confess  that, 
in  his  humble  judgment,  the  strong  language  seemed  to  be 
altogether  upon  the  other  side.  He  did  not  for  a  moment  mean 
to  say — for  he  did  not  believe  it — that  this  strong  language  re- 
presented the  genuine  feelings  of  the  people  of  England  on  this 
matter.  He  thought  it  was  extremely  probable  that  these  gentle- 
men who  wrote  these  very  strongly-worded  leading  articles  were 
speaking  only  for  themselves ;  at  all  events,  he  was  prepared  to 
wait  and  to  allow  the  people  of  England  to  discuss  this  matter 
fairly  and  freely,  and  arrive  at  their  own  conclusions  upon  it. 

THE   IRISH   DEBT. 

The  origin  and  progress  of  the  Irish  National  Debt  was  a  matter 
of  first  importance  in  dealing  with  this  question.  Towards  the 
end  of  the  last  century,  the  Irish  National  debt  began  to  grow 
again.  About  1794  it  was  ^"2, 400,000,  and  it  went  on  increasing. 
In  1797  it  was  three  millions.  In  1800  the  debt  had  risen  to  a 
figure  which  had  been  variously  estimated — by  Mr/ Giffen  at 
twenty-three  millions,  and  by  Mr.  Grattan  at  twenty-five 
millions.  In  1803  it  had  risen  to  forty-three  millions,  and  in 
1812  to  112%  millions.  The  explanation  of  that  rise  was  that  the 
Irish  revenue  was  not  able  to  bear  the  charge  in  respect  of  the  debt 
of  twenty-five  millions,  and  that  England  was  then  engaged  in  a 
gigantic  war  with  France,  and  the  expenses  of  the  country  were 
very  great,  and  between  the  charges  for  the  Irish  National  Debt 
and  the  Irish  share  of  the  country's  expenses  they  were  unable  to 
meet  the  annual  calls,  and  the  money  to  make  up  the  deficit  was 
advanced  from  the  British  Treasury,  and  was  charged,  principal 
and  interest,  to  the  Irish  debt  Now  there  was  a  clause  inserted 
in  the  Act  of  Union  that  when  Irish  taxation  had  reached  two- 
fifteenths  of  the  taxation  of  Ireland  the  Exchequers  of  England 
and  Ireland  were  to  be  amalgamated,  and  both  countries  were  to 
share  alike  in  the  charges  in  respect  to  their  National  Debt.  But 
when  this  figure  of  two-fifteenths  was  fixed,  it  was  supposed  that 
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the  Irish  taxes  would  reach  two-fifteenths  of  the  taxation  of 
England  by  the  redaction  of  English  taxation  ;  but  unfortunately 
that  was  not  the  case.  The  Knglish  taxation  increased  ;  it  did 

icrcase  so  rapidly  as  the  Irish  taxation.     The  very  opposite 
state  of  affairs  to  that  contemplated  by  the  Cramers  of  the  Act  of 

•»  arose,  and  the  taxation  of  Ireland  had  arisen  to  two- 
.at  of  England  by  the  increase  of  Irish  indebtedness, 
and  decrease  of  English  indebtedness.     But  when  the 

two  Exchequers  were  consolidated,  the  Irish  debt  was  about 
£\  1 7,000,000,  and  the  English  National  Debt  about^y  34,000,000. 
Ireland  from  that  time  forward  had  to  participate  in  the  taxation 
In  respect  of  the  joint  debts,  and  owing  to  the  unfortunate  financial 
conditions  which  prevailed,  Ireland  from  1817  had  a 
bear  the  pro- Union  indebtedness  of  England  Now,  it  seemed 

:»,  th.it  they  had  a  claim  to  ask,  that  the  circumstances  under 
the  two  Exchequers  were  amalgamated  should  be  invest}- 
ptad 

VO    EXPENDITURE. 

.ought  the  Commission  which  had  inquired  into  this  matter 
had  rather  erred  on  the  side  of  generosity  towards  England.  They 
found  that  in  England  fifty-three  per  cent,  of  the  taxation  was 
derived  from  articles  of  consumption,  and  in  Ireland  seventy-six 
per  cent,  was  derived  from  articles  of  consumption.  That  mere 
net  alone  showed  how  heavily  the  taxation  of  Ireland  must  bear 
on  the  poorer  classes.  It  was  not  the  business  of  such  a  meeting 
as  this  to  suggest  a  remedy,  that  was  for  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
but  there  was  one  remedy  that  had  been  suggested  to  which  he 
should  offer  a  strenuous  opposition,  and  that  was  the  reduction 
:  of  the  Irish  administration.  After  all,  the  costs  of  that 
istrat ion  percolated  through  all  sections  of  the  community, 
and  so  far  it  was  an  advantage  to  the  country,  and  it  would  be  a 
great  mistake  for  the  Irish  people  to  consent  to  any  such  reduction 
that  reduction  was  dealt  with  by  a  corresponding  diminution 
in  the  taxation  of  the  Irish  taxpayers.  In  conclusion  he  begged 
to  propose : — 

iat»  as  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
Financial  Relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  de- 
monstrates, the  increase  of  taxation  levied  on  Ireland  in 
1853  and  1860  was  unjustifiable,  and  that  while  the  actual 
tax  revenue  of  Ireland  is  about  one-eleventh  of  that  of 
Great  Britain,  the  relative  taxable  capacity  of  Ireland  is  much 
smaller,  and  estimated  not  to  exceed  one-twentieth,  we,  therefore 
representing  the  taxpayers  of  Wexford,  being  specially  convened 
to  take  the  subject  into  consideration,  call  upon  the  Govern: 
if  the  nnding  of  the  Commission  j*  confirmed  in  Parliament,  to 
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take  such  steps  as  will  i  l.md  from  over-taxation,  and  call 

upon  our  representatives,  and  the  representatives  of  the  people 
throughout  Ireland,  to  use  their  utmost  efforts  to  this  CM 

CAPTAIN  LOFTUS  BRYAN  (Unionist),  said  there  was  no  doubt 
that  they  were  a  united  country,  and  he  would  say  that  he  1 
that  they  would  continue  to  be  an  united  country.     There  w 
the  present  time  a  small   minority  who  were  not  quite   certam 

r  they  would  join  in  this  movement  or  not,  and  he  th< 
that  it  rested  with  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  this  cor 
and   with   the   Press  of  this  country,   to  say  whether  this 
minority  would  join  in  the  movement  or  not. 

UNIONISTS  AND   THE   AGITATION. 

Some  few  Unionists  thought  that  in  this  agitation  there  might  be 
some  trap  laid  for  them.  There  were  others  then  ai;ain  who 
looked  at  the  matter  from  a  selfish  point  of  view.  One  gciitl- 
who  was  a  Unionist,  had  told  him  that  if  this  matter  was  satisfac- 
torily settled  towards  Ireland  an  additional  penny  in  the  pound 
might  be  put  upon  the  income  tax,  which  would  cost  him  more  than 
his  proportion  of  the  settlement  would  come  to.  However,  when 
the  matter  was  fully  examined  he  thought  all  would  agree  that 
every  class  in  Ireland  had  suffered  from  taxation  both  directly  and 
indirectly. 

THE   INCOME   TAX. 

Up  to  the  year  1853  it  was  considered  that  the  income  tax  should 
not  be  levied  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  looked  upon  as  a  tax  that  in- 
juriously affected  industry  in  general,  that  spoiled  enterprise,  and 
that  was  injurious  to  the  country.  Since  then  opinions  had  greatly 
altered,  but  if  they  were  to  look  at  income  tax  as  applied  to  Ir 
he  thought  they  must  agree  with  the  old  opinion,  as  one  that  was 
in  perfect  accord  with  their  home  conditions.  For  a  long  time  the 
income  tax  was  regulated  on  a  different  basis  between  En 
and  Ireland,  and  it  was  only  very  recently  that  uniformity  in  this 
tax  was  established  between  the  two  countries,  and  then  the 
system  that  favoured  and  suited  England  was  made  to  apply  all 
round. 

DISCRIMINATION   AGAINST   IRELAND. 

Look  at  the  unfair  way  that  many  branches  of  taxation  bore  on 
Ireland.     Take,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  a   man   returning  from 
the   Colonies  who  invested    ^10,000   in    land  in    Ireland,   and 
;£  1 0,000  in  land  in  England,  he  would  have  to  pay  more  on  the 
Irish  land  because   it  was  not  worth  so  many  years  purch. 
the  English.     The  same  thing  applied  to  the  Death  Dut 
duties  were  estimated  on  a  certain  number  of  years'  purchase  of 
the  value.     Taking  two  properties,  one  of  them  in  England  valued 
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i  ,000,  in  !  >d  valued  at  £1,000,  the  Utter  would 

probably  be  * 

v  was  taxed  differently.     He  :' .ou^ht  that 

MIS  ft  point  to  win  tion  had  not  been  paid* 

v  mentioned  it  with  the  object  of  making  it  plain  to  tome 

)  were  standing  out  of  the  movement  that  whcilu  r 

belonged  to  the  class  who  paid  income  tax  or  not,  they  would  have 

on  or  abatement  that  might  be  got  from 

BRITISH    OPINION. 

.is  sorry  to  tee  t  English  newspapers  had 

taken  up  a  hostile  attitude  to  this  Irish  claim.    He  could,  however, 
a  more  favourable  view  of  the  case  of  this  country  stated  by 


cial  than  by  the  Metropolitan  Press  of  England.     H-- 


viewed  with  much  pleasure  also,  the  attitude  taken  by  such  a  man 
as  Sir  Edward  Clarke.    It  was  said  that  political  feeling  I*-. 

.ces  and  found  its  way  into  London.     He  hoped  that  this 
would  be  so  in  regard  to  this  financial   question,  having  regard  to 
.ore  favourable  view  which  the  provincial  papers  took  of  the 
In-ri  »  Me. 

MR.  BALFOUR'S  SPEK 

A  great  many  papers,  as  he  had  said,  had  made  attacks  on  the 
Irish  claim,  amongst  them  the  Daily  Graphic.    Anybody  reading 
the  speech  of  Mr.  Balfour  could  see  that  that  gentleman  had  de- 
rived his  impression  of  the  Commission,  not  from  a  perusal  of  the 
on's  report,  nor  from  a  thorough   examination   of  the 
nee,  but  from  some  resume  of  the  report,  and  he  thought  the 
likelihood  was,  that  it  was  the  Daily  Graphic  that  Mr.  Balfour  had 
been  reading  before  he  went  to  deliver  his  address  to  his  consu- 
ls.    Now  the  Daily  Graphic  and  Mr.  Balfour  made  the  point 
that  certain  taxes  were  not  charged  in  Ireland  and  were  charged 
^land.     A  rational  study  of  the  evidence  at  the  Commission 
would  show  that  this  money  was  compensated  for  by  money  that 
was  not  paid  to  Ireland.    The  proportion  of  licence  duties  that 
was  not  paid  over  to  Ireland  amounted  almost  exactly,  according 
to  the  estimate  of  the  expert  financiers  who  gave  evidence  before 
the  Commission,   to  the  same  amount  as  probably  would  be 
realised  by  the  payment  to  Ireland  of  these  duties, 

1  HE  O'CONOR   DON   AND   MR.   SEXTON. 

Now  in  connection  with  the  report  which  this  Commission  had 
presented  he  thought  it  was  fair  to  say  that  the  thanks  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  due  to  the  O' Conor  Don,  ami  also  to 
a  political  oppom-nt  of  his,  Mr.  Sexton,  for  the  good  work  which 
had  done.  He  could  only  join  in  a  sentiment  expressed  at 
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one  of  these  meetings,  that  they  might  soon  see  Mr.  Sexton  back 
in   Parliament  to  look  after  the  interests  of  Ireland.     1 
also  like  to  see  The  O'Conor  Don  returned  to  Parliam<- 
he  had  been  so  useful  a  member.  The  O'Conor  Don  had  de< 
at  the  great  meeting  held  at  the  Mansion  House  in  Dublin  that 
he  was  afraid  to  push  the  Irish  claim  to  its  full  extent  i  > 
was  so  enormous,  and  it  was  probably  that  consideration  that  in- 
duced  the  Commissioners  to  find  that  t  ly  of 

id  was,  as  a  minimum,  only  i-2oth  of  that  of  Great  Britain. 

s  well  known  that  a  great  many  members  of  the  Conn 
were  of  the  opinion  that  the  taxable  capacity  of  Ireland 
great  deal  smaller. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HEALY,  M.P.,  said  that  as  far  as  he  could  see, 
out  of  the  103  Irish  representatives  only  two  discordant  voict 
been  raised  on  this  question.     These  two  gentlemen  profess 
see  some  grave  political  plot  in  the  movement,  but  he  would  have 
thought  that  the  presence  on  these  platforms  of  such  men  as  Lord 
Dunraven,  Lord  Bandon,   Lord  Castletown,  the  Archbishop  of 
Dublin,  and  scores  of  the  strongest  Unionists  in  the  country, 
would  have  convinced  them  that  Irish  politics  had  about  as  much 
to  say  to  this  movement  as  they  had  to  do  with  the  election  of 
the  late  President  of  the  United  States.     This  was  not  a  question 
of  politics   but  a  question   of  money.      Taxes   pressed  on   the 
Orangeman  as  much  as  on  the  Catholic,  and  on  the  Unionist 
as  much  as  on  the  Nationalist.     He  (Mr.  Healy)  attached  great 
weight  to  speeches  such  as  that  which  Sir  Edward  Clarke 
recently  delivered,  but  he  attached  far  greater  weight  to  a  u 
Irish  Party  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

LAND    PURCHASE    FINANCE. 

Apropos  of  the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  1891,  when  Consols  of  100 
stood  at  96,  it  was  proposed  that  the  Land  Stocks  given  to  the  land- 
lords should  be  transferred  to  Consols,  but  in  the  year  1896,  when 
Consols  stood  at  in,  it  was  proposed  that  the  landlords  should 
be  paid  in  sovereigns.  On  this  question  the  Irish  members  of 
every  shade  of  opinion  stood  together  like  one  man.  Therr 
at  the  time  the  strange  spectacle  of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde  and 
Mr.  Smith-Barry  acting  as  tellers  against  the  Government,  and 
although  the  Government  had  a  majority  of  150  they  were  even- 
tually beaten  on  the  question.  There  were  many  instances  in 
which  the  Irish  Parties,  acting  together,  had  won  splendid  victories 
in  Westminster. 

The  motion  was  carried  unanimously. 

ALDERMAN  HADDON  (Unionist)  moved  : — 

"  That  we  recommend  that  a  Central  Committee  should  be 
formed  of  representatives  from  different  counties  in  Ireland,  whose 
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duty  it  will  be  to  ketj  icct  of  Irish  taxation  constantly 

before  the  Government  until  a  fair  taxation  shall  be  gran' 
Ireland,  and  that  the  speakers  of  to-day  be  appointed  a  com 
to  carry  out  the  aforesaid,  and  that  they  be  given  power  to  add  to 
number." 

He  said  that  a  redress  of  the  grievance  of  over  taxation  in  Ireland 
if  applied  to  Wexford  would  pay  all  municipal  rates  and  all  poor 
rates,  and  leave  them  about  i  to  go  towards  railway  rates, 

or  to  be  devoted  to  any  other  beneficial  measure.  That  statement 
applied  not  only  to  Wexford  town  and  Wexford  union,  but  to 
every  town  and  every  union  in  Ireland. 

\\  seconded  the  motion.     He  said  that 
while  it  was  contended  that  Ireland  was  not  a  separate  cu 
financial  matters  she  had  been  treated  as  a  separate  entity  when 
hurch  in  Ireland  was  disestablished,  when  the  various  land 
bills  were  passed,  and  in  other  acts  of  legislat 
The  motion  was  carried. 

•xi :i.  WHY  1 1:  ( Unionist) said  that  he,  as  a  Unionist,  thought 
.;  out  the  principle  of  the  Union  between  the  two 
countries,  it  was  his  duty  to  take  part  in  anything  that  tended  to 
the  removal  of  a  legitimate  grievance.     He  begged  to  move  :— 

..it  the  Irish  ntary  representatives  be  called  upon 

to  bring  before  Parliament  the  question  of  extending  the  full 
benefit  of  the  Agricultural  Ratings  Relief  Bill,  passed  last  Session, 

SPRING  seconded  the  motion,  which  was  carried. 
ALDERMAN  HI.NTON  moved  : — 

hat  copies  of  the  resolutions  passed  at  this  meeting  be  sent 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  Lord  Salisbury,  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  and 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland " 

JAMES  HOARE  seconded  the  motion,  which  was  supported 
r,  Graham,  Chairman  of  the  Gorey  Town  Commissioners, 
and  adopted. 

On  the  motion  of  LIEUT.-COLONEL  WHYTE  (Unionist)  seconded 
-.  James  Codd,  Chairman  Wexford  Board  of  Guardians,  the 
was  taken  by  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Ferns. 

HAROLD  SCOTT  (Unionist),  moved  a  vote  of  thanks  to 
Lord  Maurice  Fitzgerald  for  presiding. 

LBOT  seconded  the  motion. 
•  the  BISHOP  OP  FERNS  said  he  thought  that  meet- 
ing was  under  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude  to  Lord  Maurice   . 
gcrald,  who,  without  any  hesitation  or  demur,  summoned  the 
meeting  when  called  upon. 
•  motion  was  carried. 
LORD  MAURICE  FITZGERALD  thanked  the  meeting  for  the  manner 
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in  which  they  had  received  the  vote.     His  lordship,  in  conclusion, 
paid  a  high  compliment  to  Mr.  Peacocke  for  the  great  sen 
which  he  had  rendered  in  organising  that  successful  meet 

A   warm  vote  of  thanks  was    unanimously   passed    to   Mr. 
Peacocke,   and  that  gentle:  ,  ing  replied,  the  meeting  ter- 

minated 


QUEEN'S    COUNTY. 

APPEAL  was  made  to  Lord  De  Vesci  to  summon  a  meeting 
of  the  people  of  Queen's  County.  His  Lordship  declined, 
however,  on  the  ground  that  a  public  meeting  was  not 
suitable  to  the  discussion  of  the  questions  involved  in  the 
Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Commission.  A  requi- 
sition was  then  fonvarded  to  the  High  Sheriff  of  the  County. 
He,  though  approving  the  object  of  the  requisition,  regarded 
it  as  outside  the  scope  of  his  office.  The  meeting  was  c\ 
ually  called  by  Mr.  W.  H.  Cobbe,  Chairman  of  the  Moimt- 
mcllick  Board  of  Guardians,  and  assembled  in  the  Court- 
house, Maryborough,  on  January  nth,  1897.  As  in  the 
case  of  the  other  County  meetings,  both  Unionists  and 
Nationalists  co-operated  in  the  demonstration. 

R.  E.  Odium,  J.P.,  High  Sheriff,  1896;  Eugene  Crean,  M.I'.  : 
A.  Blane,  ex-M.P. ;  W.  A.  M'Donald,  ex-M.P.  ;  Rex 
Phelan,  P.P.,  V.F.,  Maryborough;  Rev.  J.  Doyle,  P.P.,  Mount- 
mellick ;  Rev.  E.  Brennan,  P.P.,  Mountrath ;  Rev.  T.  Kelly,  P.P., 
Emo ;  Rev.  J.  J.  Kelly,  P.P.,  Ballyfin ;  Rev.  J.  James,  C.C., 
Mountmellick ;  Rev.  J.  Kearney,  C.C.,  Maryborough;  Rev.  J.  1  . 
Webster,  Methodist  Minister;  Rev.  Mr.  English,  Attanagh ;  Win. 
Neale,  M.D.,  J.P.,  Mountmellick;  T.  F.  Higgins,  M.D.,  Coroner, 
Stradbally;  T.  Lowry,  J.P.,  Borris-in-Ossory ;  L.  T.  Kelly,  J.I'., 
county  delegate  of  the  I.N.F. ;  I).  J.  Treacy,  solicitor,  Mountrath  ; 
J.  Conroy,  P.L.G.,  Kilbrickin,  do.  ;  C.  J.  Mullack,  solicitor  ;  P. 
Conroy,  V.S.,  Maryborough  ;  J.  Hegarty,  P.L.G.,  Coleraine ;  S. 
Turpin,  Stradbally ;  H.  J.  Harrison,  Ballyroan  ;  J.  L.  Fitzpatrick, 
Raheen  ;  P.  Campion,  Dooary  ;  N.  O'Reilly,  Raheen  ;  Jonathan 
Nulley,  Tunduff;  Lindsay  Cullen,  Ballyfin;  R.  A.  Mitchell, 
Rathdowney ;  James  Kavanagh,  Gurtmaclay ;  S.  Kavanagh,  do. ; 
E.  Kavanagh,  do. ;  P.  Keegan,  Coolbanagher  ;  Luke  Cullen,  J. 
Hipwell,  Oldtown  ;  J.  Salter,  Stradbally  ;  J.  Scully,  Derryguile  ; 
J.  Larkin,  Kyletilesh  ;  Wra.  Goff  Pirn,  J.  W.  Allen,  Bank  of 
Ireland  ;  L.  M'Evoy,  T  «  arberry,  T.C.  ;  P.  Morrin,  T.C., 

P.L.G.;  T.  Morrin,  T.C.,  P.L.G. ;  J.  Bergin,  T.C.,  IM..G.;  Jer. 
Darcy,  T.C. ;  E.  F.  Codd,  J.I'.  ;  \Vm.  M'Evoy,  John  Farrell,  Wm. 
Delaney,  Roskeen,  V.C.  Mountmellick  Guardians ;  P.  Bergin,  John 


ic,  P.L.G.,  Skerry;   E.  Bcrx 
i,  Rosem 

AS,  Town  Clerk  ;  J.  Dunne, 
!    Hargroves, 

«:arroll,   P.  Chins,  A.  Cantwcll,   I.  Mulhall,  v 

!>oc  ;  Jcr.  clan, 

E.  Booth,  E.  1  M-Kemu 

B.il!\i  -ii.l.-r. 

i— Rcr.  lUBurkc,   P  IV  ;    \V.    II.    Cobbc, 
Chairman  Mountmcllick  Guardiai 

M.    Conncll,  •  'reighton, 

Doncaster,  Yorkshire  ;  A.  Pattison,  Moscttc  ;  James  I 
R.  Booth,  Th. 
Emo;  L.  Cullen,  New  Inn;  J.  Scully,  Vicarstown ;  1' 

own. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  JOHN  HIPWELL,  chairman  of  the  V 
borough  Township  Commissioners,   seconded   by    Mr.  Thomas 
O'Neill,  T.C,  the  chair  was  taken  by  Mr.  \V.  H.  Cobbe. 

CHAIRMAN  said  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county 
.;  refused  to  call  the  meeting— and  he  supposed  he  must 
have  had  good  reasons  that  satisfied  his  own  conscience — the 
duty  of  calling  the  meeting  devolved  upon  him.  The  Commis- 
sion which  had  reported  on  the  Financial  Relations  between  the 
two  countries  was  composed  of  experts  who  could  not  be  equalled 
in  the  whole  world.  The  conclusions  of  the  Financial 
Commission  were  arrived  at  by  Englishmen  as  well  as  by  1 

and  he  did  not  believe  that   England  would  refuse  to  listen 

to  this  just  demand,  and  so  merit  to  be  considered  the  robbers 

and  despoilers  of  their  weaker  partner.     The  members  of  the 

Commission  were  chosen  from  both  Houses  of  Parliament.    They 

were  representative  of  all  political  parties.     Meetings  such  as  the 

present  one  ought  to  have  weight  with  the  people  of  England, 

and  show  to  all  classes  in  that  country  that  Irishmen — landlords, 

•>.  and  labourers — were  united    in   demanding  justice  (or 

Ireland  in  this  vitally  important  subject. 

A  number,  of  letters  of  apology  for  non-attendance  were  read. 

LORD  CASTLETOWN  wrote—"  I  would  venture,  with  all  respect 

to  those  who  attend,  to  ask  them  to  bear  in  mind  that  moderate 

speeches  and  moderate  resolutions  are  essential.     A  section  of 

'•-.  Tress  will  at  this  moment  twist  any  word  or  expression 

from  its  true  meaning  if  possible,  or  will  utilise  such  iiv 

induce  our  English  fellow-countrymen  to  distrust  our  motives.     I 

am  sure,  1  that  if  only  those  who  live  in  Great  Britain 
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can  be  shown  t  ihility  ot  ussion,  or  the  justice  of 

what  I  believe  to  be  a  legitimate  request,  a  satisfactory  result  fur  all 

Dr.  i,  M.P.,  wrote — "  I  regret  extremely  that  I  am 

unable  to  be  present  owing  to  the  short  notice,  and  h.ivi: 
important  engagement  on  Monday.     I  need  hardly  say  that  the 
object  of  the  meeting  has  my   most  earnest  support  and 

its  success.  Indeed  I  have  no  doubt  of  its  success, 
if  we  Irishmen  keep  united  and  put  forth  a  unanimous  <1  m.md, 
because  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen  will  not  care  to  stand  accused 
to  the  world  of  persistent  dishonesty  to  Ireland." 

The  Rev.  JOHN  F.  COLE,  Rector  of  Portnrlintzton,  v. 
regretting  that  he  could  not  attend,  and  stating  tli  ,t  he  v. 
full  sympathy  with  the  object  of  the  meeting. 

The  Rev.  GEORGE  R.  GRAHAM,  Vicar  of  Lea,  also  wrote, 
regretting  his  inability  to  attend,  and  stating  that  his  sympathy 
was  entirely  with  the  meeting,  and  especially  with  all  clus.^  who 
lived  by  agriculture  and  the  land. 

Mr.  EDMUND  DEASE,  D.L.  (Unionist),  formerly  M.P.  for  the 
county,  and  Commissioner  of  National  Education,  wrote — "It 
seems  that  Great  Britain,  with  all  her  boasted  wealth,  has  not 
hesitated,  through  the  Imperial  Parliament,  to  inflict  on  her  poorer 
a  weight  of  taxation  we  are  little  able  to  bear.  Our  own 
fellow-countyman  and  respected  representative  years  ago,  the 
late  General  Dunne,  was  the  first  Irish  member  who  went  deeply 
into  this  important  subject.  I  well  remember  the  almost  annual 
debates  brought  on  by  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  and  Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna,  both  great  financial  authorities,  on  motions  for  a  com- 
mittee to  go  into  this  complex  question.  They  met  with  the  full 
support  of  the  Irish  party,  but  always  failed  to  enlist  the  interest 
of  the  various  Governments  then  in  power,  and  consequently 
they  were  out- voted  and  nothing  was  done.  At  length  it  became 
clear  that  this  complicated  account  must  be  investigated.  A 
Royal  Commission  of  financial  experts  was  appointed  to  go  into 
the  entire  case,  with  a  result  that  proves  that  Ireland  had  been 
overtaxed  for  the  last  fifty  years  to  the  enormous  extent  of  over 
^£3,000,000  annually.  I  am  rejoiced  to  see  that  the  Queen's 
County  has  fallen  into  line  with  all  the  other  counties  in  Ireland 
in  going  into  this  important  question,  and  that  every  creed  and 
class  should  meet  together  on  a  united  platform  to  promote 
so  far  as  we  can  the  general  good  and  welfare  of  our  common 
country." 

Mr.  HUSSEY  HARRISON  proposed — 

"  That  whereas  it  appears  from  the  report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Financial  Relations  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
that  Ireland  has  been,  and  is  still,  unjustly  taxed  to  an  extent 


i-3 
constituting  a  serious  national  grievance,  affecting  all  classes  of 

tlu-  •  ..iimmntiy,  !.e  it  tin,:,  ,re  rev-lvc-l   '.:...;    .-.      :  •  •     .-  •.    , 

taxpayer*  „  call  on  her  Majesty's  Govem- 

•  » that  report  their  earnest  and  immediate  attention 
with  a  view  to  such  legislation  as  will  meet  the  just  claims  of 
Ireland;  and  we  also  call  upon  all   the   Irish  represent:* 
irrespective  of  party,  to  cordially  unite  in  forcing  the  ..ttcur 
.ment  and  Government  to  this  all-important  subject  •.. 
has  been  finally  settled  on  an  equitable  basis." 

i :.  ODLUM,  J.P.,  ex- High  Sheriff  of  the  county,  seconded 
the  in   tion. 

W.  A.  M'DONALD,  cx-M. P.,  supported  the  resolution. 

A  SECOND   COMUISSI. 

•  be  said  that  the  case  of  Ireland's  over-taxation  was 
not  fully  proved,  and  that  another  Commission  would  be  required. 
This  was  only  an  excuse  for  saving  time.  The  full  facts  were 
before  the  world.  The  evidence  given  before  the  Commission 
had  not  been  shaken,  and  could  not  be  shaken,  and  if  there  were 
a  dozen  Commissions  they  would  not  in  the  smallest  degree 
disprove  that  evidence.  He  wondered  whether  it  had  occurred  to 
anybody  that  this  was  the  greatest  opportunity  for  uniting  I 
men  of  all  creeds  and  parties  that  had  presented  itself  probably 
during  the  present  century.  He  counselled  them  not  to  be  dis- 
turbed by  the  speech  made  by  Mr.  Balfour  on  Saturday  night 
.is  one  of  those  who  believed  that  politicians  were  squeezable ; 
and  though  Mr.  Balfour  might  say  now  that  it  waa  all  a  mistake, 
it  was  quite  possible  that  when  before  long  he  would  find  that 
the  demand  of  Ireland  was  strong  and  unanimous,  he  would 
down  with  that  graceful  versatility  which  characterised 
.  and  as  he  had  done  before  in  Irish  matters. 

EUGENE  CREAN,   M.P.,  supported  the  resolution.     He 
-On  this  question  there  was  no  Tory  who  could  re/use  to 
stand  on  the  platform  and  speak  his  mind. 

THE  EVIDENCE  AND  THE  COMM ISSI< 

The  evidence  on  which  they  were  making  their  claim  was  not 
adduced  by  Irish  witnesses;  it  was  not  made  before  a  packed 
jury  of  Irish  judges,  but  before  a  jury  of  English  experts,  with  one 
or  two  Irishmen  to  see  that  justice  was  done.  It  was  the  duty  of 
Irishmen  to  say  that  the  lowest  estimate  of  Ireland's  wrong  was 
ncd  in  the  Report  of  the  Commission.  It  had  been  said 
that  another  Commission  would  be  appointed.  Ireland  was  tired 
of  Commissions  and  investigations  and  other  methods  adopted 
with  the  object  of  putting  off  the  day  of  reckoning.  They  should 
not  be  led  off  on  any  side  issue,  for  if  the  English  could  c: 
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Irishmen  on  this  subject  the  cause  would  be  lost.     Ireland  was. 
>j>cd,  united  on  the  point,  and  they  should  fight  tin  issue  out 
on  the  financial  question  alone.     Mr.  Sexton  had  done  a  work  in 
conn  th   the   Financial   Relations  which   no  other  man, 

English  or  Irish,  could  have  done.     He  regretted  that  Mr  S 

.01  in  the  House  of  Commons  to  lead  the  attack.  They  had 
able  men  unquestionably,  both  Conservatives  and  Nationalists, 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  But  they  knew  what  Napoleo: 
when  he  led  the  French  people.  Mr.  Sexton  was  a  Napoleon  in 
figures.  It  was  with  figures  they  were  dealing  now,  an<l  ii  Mr. 
Sexton  was  the  rankest  Tory  who  ever  lived  he  should  wish  that 
he  should  be  brought  back  to  act  simply  in  the  capacity  of 
financier,  and  finish  the  great  work  that  he  had  commenced  on 
the  Commission.  If  Mr.  Sexton  gave  Ireland  his  services  in  this 
manner  he  would  do  a  work  that  would  redound  to  his  cred 
ages,  and  that  would  cause  Ireland  to  bless  him  for  ev< 
the  report  of  the  Commission  was  issued  Ireland's  taxation  had 
increased  by  another  half  a  million,  so  that  they  were  now  over- 
taxed, even  according  to  the  Report  itself,  to  the  extent  of  three 
and  a-quarter  millions  instead  of  two  and  three  quarters.  Let  no 
man  utter  a  single  word  which  would  turn  one  soldier  out  of  the 
ranks.  He  believed  they  would  be  able  to  unite  their  forces  and 
sweep  away  the  barriers  that  stood  between  them  and  justice,  so 
that  Ireland  would  obtain  just  financial  treatment  from  Great 
Britain. 

Dr.  THOMAS  F.  HIGGINS,  Coroner  for  the  Queen's  County, 
supported  the  resolution. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  BLANE,  ex-M.P.,  also  supported  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  passed. 

Mr.  JONATHAN  MILLEY  proposed— 

"  That  a  copy  of  the  foregoing  resolution  be  sent  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  His  Kxcellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  the  Chief 
Secretary,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  Right  Hon.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  V.  Harcourt,  the  Right  Hon.  John 
Morley,  M.P.  ;  Thomas  Lough,  Esq.,  M.P.  ;  Sir  E.  Clarke,  M.I'.  ; 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  Lord  Castletown  of  Upper 
Ossory." 

Mr.  JOHN  HIPWELL,  Chairman  of  the  Maryborough  Town 
Commissioners,  seconded  the  resolution,  which  was  unanimously 
adopted. 

Mr.  THOMAS  NEILL  (Maryborough),  proposed — 

"That  a  permanent  committee,  consisting  of  movers  and 
seconders  of,  and  speakers  to,  the  resolutions  at  this  meeting,  be 
appointed,  with  power  to  add  to  their  number,  to  co-operate  with 
such  committees  as  may  be  appointed  by  other  counties,  cities, 
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and  public  bodies,  for  the  purpose  of  furthering  the  object  of  the 
foregoing  re* 

>Y,  Chairman  of  the  MountmciUck  Town 

(       :.   :..        :     '      :     ,         •  »n   !r,l   !     ,     •         ,!     '.     ::. 

aid  he  wished  to  give  his  a.ll.  of  that 

meeting.     He  was  in  hearty  sympathy  with  anything  that  would 

i-l  her  Just  claims,   but   he  deprecated  treat  m, 
question  in  a  paltry  way.     Do  not  let  them  make  it  a  whiskey 

Mr.  W.  DELAHV  also  supported  the  resolu 

llyfin,  supported  the  resolution, 
resolution  was  car: 

the   motion  of  Mr.   W.  A.   M'Donald,  seconded  by 
Higgins,  a  vote  of  thanks  to  the  chairman  was  pasted,  and  the 


CARLOW  COUNTY 

NOWHERE  was  there  a  more  complete  unanimity  exhibited 
on  the  financial  question  than  in  County  Carlow.    Uni 
bold  a  strong  and  influential   position  in  the  county,  and 
co-operated,  through  their  leaders  and  most  represen- 
i  exhibiting  the  opinions  and  demands  of  the 
people  on  the  question.     The  Board  of  Guai  hich 

is  by  a  majority  Unionist  in  its  composition,  unanim 
passed  a  ion  demanding  financial  reform,  an 

•ing  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County,  Lord  Rath- 

donnell,  to  summon  a  County  meeting.     In  furtherance  of 

the    same   object   a   requisition   was   presented   to   Lord 

lonncll,  requesting  his  Lordship  to  convene  a  public 

meeting  for  the  County  Carlow.    The  following  were  the 

:ig  signatories : — 

Most  Rev.  1  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  Kil- 

dare  and  Leighlm  ;  Right  1  vy  Coum 

1'.  for  Carlow  ;  tt'illi  laurice,  J.P.;    Arthur 

maurice,  S.  Wilfred   Haughton,  Dr.  Colgan, 

.   O'Meara,    I  :llcn, 

Adm. ;  Rev.  Canon    Finlay,  John    Hammond,   M  chad 

ney,  C.T.(  .  ;  H.  K.  Stuart,  T.  R  Pearson,  P.  I).  Shackleton, 
Edward  Mom  .Icomson,  solicitor;  George  Langran, 

Edward  T.   Mulhall,  solicitor;  Captain  Thomas,  J.P. ;  Colonel 
Vigors,  J.P. ;  Rev.  Canon  Abbott,    Robert  Watson,  Patrick  J. 
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Conlan,  Steuart  Duckc  lohn   Alexander,  J.I1.; 

ntock,    J.P.  ;    William    Fishbournc,    H.    Hen  ing- 
Cooper,  William  Duckett,  J.l'.,    D.L.J  C.  Duckctt-Stewart,  I.I'.; 
Lecky,  D.I..:   11    -    Lecky,  J.P.,  I  ,- 
in  Ward,  J.P.  ;  Patrick  Hanlon.   P.L.G.;  C.  J.  Engledow, 
;  Wm.   Kepple,   P.L.G.  ;  Dr.   Kidd,   Tullow;  W.   J. 
Haughton,  O.  T.  Slocock,  V.S.,  Esqu  &c. 

Of  the  forty-one  names  here  given,  twenty-nine  are  names 
of  leading  Unionists,  many  of  them  landlords.     The  i 
Hon.  Bruen  sat  for  twenty-eight  years,  until  1880, 

as  Conservative  member  for  Carlow,  and  was,  during  that 
period,  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  Irish  landlord  party.  On 
Icfcat  in  1880  he  was  nominated  to  the  Irish  Privy 
Council  by  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield.  In  response  to  this 
remarkable  requisition  Lord  Rathdonnell  called  the  meet- 
hich  assembled  in  the  Town  Hall,  Carlow,  on  January, 
I4th.  Lord  Rathdonnell  was  prevented  by  the  serious  ill- 
ness of  one  of  his  sons  from  attending,  and  in  his  absence 
the  chair  was  taken  by  the  Right  Hon.  Henry  Bruen,  !'.('., 
on  the  motion  of  the  Bishop  of  Kildare  and  Leighlin, 
Most  Rev.  Dr.  Foley,  seconded  by  Mr.  J.  Hammond, 
M.P.  Those  present  included  : — 

Most  Rev.  Dr.  Foley,  Lord  Bishop  of  Kildare  and  Leighlin  ; 
Sir  Charles  W.  C.  Burton,  Bart;  John  Hammond,  M.P. ;  C.  J. 
Engledow,  M.P. ;  W.  Browne-Clayton,  D.L. ;  Captain  J.  Thomas, 
J.P. ;  Michael  Governey,  C.T.C.  ;  Very  Rev.  the  Dean  of 
Leighlin  (Dr.  Finlay) ;  Rev.  John  Cullen,  Adm. ;  D.  H.  Broom- 
field,  Rev.  J.  C.  Phillips,  Wilfrid  Haughton,  J.  F.  Leckey,  J.P. ; 
Gordon  Fishbourne,  J.P. ;  Rev.  J.  Crawford,  Rev.  John  Murray, 
Rev.  Dr.  Barry,  Walter  MacMurrough  Kavanagh,  D.L. ;  P.  D. 
Shackleton,  T.C. ;  Very  Rev.  Dr.  Burke,  P.P.,  Bagnalstown; 
Colonel  Eustace,  J.P. ;  Dr.  W.  H.  O'Meara,  F.  Blackwood  Price, 
Major  Bloomfield,  Major  Alexander,  J.P. ;  C.  F.  M'Nally,  J.P.; 
William  J.  Haughton,  J.P. ;  Rev.  J.  K.  Blount,  Patrick  Donohoe, 
Peter  Saltor,  Patrick  Hughes,  James  Scully,  Michael  Doyle,  James 
Kelly,  Town  Clerk  of  Carlow;  R.  Williams,  Patrick  Dawson, 
P.L.G.;  John  Whelan,  Joseph  O'Brien,  John  Murphy,  Joseph 
Dempsey,  E.  Morris,  T.C. ;  R.  Williams,  John  Mulhall,  D. 
Rawson,  Patrick  Doyle,  Peter  Doyle,  John  Dillon,  Pierce  Butler, 
J.  R.  I^awlor,  Joseph  O'Brien,  Arthur  Fitzmaurice,  John  Walker, 
T.  E.  Dempsey,  Patrick  Molloy,  Henry  Hanlon,  Michael  Kelly, 
Patrick  Brennan,  J.P.;  John  Conlon,  T.  Hughes  S.  Hunt,  J. 
Ogle,  P.  Roche,  William  Griffith,  Pat  Hanlon,  Grangeforth  ;  P. 
Hughes,  James  M'Grath,  Thomas  Daly,  Robert  Burland,  Charles 
Brennan,  James  Bolger,  Edward  Doyle,  Thomas  Kinsella,  Robert 
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Bell,  Richard  ild.  James  Ryan,  John  Uwlor,  Charles 

rk,  Joseph  Brown,  1».  Kenncll.  1).  Bobnd. 

Rev.  J.  Coyle,  Re  i  ighcs,  K.  J.  Clover,  Samuel 

s,    Major  J.    Kenr. 

lames 

Majscy,  William  Burgess,  John 
.iel  Tynan,  Thomas  Uwycr,  Thomas  Daly. 

i>.  Male  ox,  P.  Maher, 

[earns, 

»m  Bergin,  Mark  Purser,  !i  !>idge,  D.  Colgan,  John 

Higginson,  Michael  Patterson ,  John  Moody,  Michael  Nolan,  D. 
Nolan,  Rev.  Mr.  Byrne,  George  TrouUtoun,  Samuel  Colcman, 
Pierce  M.i  ;oraas  Higginson,  J.  New  land,  Michael  Patter- 

son, Thomas  Corrigan,  Thomas  Kehoe,  Maurice  Roach- 

.avanagb,  J.  J.  Kc  ,ghes,  Michael 

Vebster,  John  Loft  us,  Rev.  J.  Lawler,  James 

Hoscy,  K.  Corcoran,  James  Lawlcr,  Thomas  Coyle,  George  ".• 

James  Fitzpathck,  John  Ellis,  James   Kinscllo,  M.  Duggan,  J. 

Hogan,  William  Kgan,  Joseph  Walker,  William  Walker,  William 

:ichard  Keogh,  Rev.  M.  Delaney, 

cgan,  P.  Madden, 

1,  John  Valentine,  Woods  Hanover,  &c. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said  his  first  duty  was  to  express  to  them  the 

very  great  regret  that  Lord  Rathdonnell  had  felt  in  not  being  able 

to  attend  this  meeting  to  take  the  chair.     He  had  had  a  telegram 

from  his  lordship  stating  that  he  requested  him  to  take  his  place. 

met,  it  was  a  subject,  he 

i  which  party  politics  did  not  intervene.   They, 

therefore,  all  of  them,  with  great  satisfaction,  he  was  sure,  met 

together,  no  matter  to  what  party  they  belonged,  in  order  that  they 

might  take  counsel  together  as  to  what  was  the  best  method  of 

proceeding  in  regard  to  a  matter  of  the  deepest  importance  to 

common  country.     To  stray  into  the  discussion  of  subjects  other 

of  the  Financial  Relations  between  Great  Britain  and 

i        ul  would  be  out  of  order,  and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that  such 

-ts  would  be  avoided.     Further  he  hoped  to  express  what  he 

was  sure  their  own  feelings  would  suggest  to  them,  that  any 

language  used  that  would  be  offensive,  not  only  to  either  of  the 

great  parties  which  were  represented  here,  but  also  to  the  classes 

represented,  and  to  others  who  were  not  present,  to  their 

i  gland,  should  also  be  studiously  avoided 

He  was  sure  they  would  all  agree  with  him  in  that     He  was  sorry 

to  say  that  that  consideration  had  not  always  been  present  to  those 

who  had  >n  this  subject,  but  the   Financial   Relations 

between  great  Britain  and  Ireland  were  being  made  the  subject  of 

charges  of  robbery  and  extortion  on  the  pan  of  Great  Britain 
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uls  Ireland.     He  was  sorry  tli.it  these  expressions  had 
Died 

HALFOUR'S  ARGUMENT. 

Now,  it  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  one  of  the  prin< 
in  the  country — he  meant  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour — had  taken  advant- 
age of  these  expressions  and  language   in  his    late  speech  at 
hcster,    to  bring  them  before   his   constituents   whom   he 
addressed,  rather  goaded  by  the  fact  that  his  constituents  ami  the 
people  of  England  were  being  accused  of  plunder  and  rol 
and  he  took  advantage  of  that  to  the  iulli 

they  must  all  agree  that  that  speech  was  one  of  gn  ;ance, 

and  some  people,  perhaps,  thought  that  it  was  a  sort  of  indi< 
of  the  course  that  would  be  taken.     He  did  not  quite  agree  with 
that,  but  still,  when  they  considered  Mr.  Balfour's  position,  antl  Un- 
important constituency  to  which  he  was  addressing  himself,  they 
must  all  agree  that  his  address  was  one  of  the  high  :  tance 

and  required  their  consideration.  His  arguments  rather  turned 
upon  the  contention  which  had  been  laid  down  by  many  speakers, 
and  which  was  also  mentioned  in  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commissioners,  and  it  was  this,  that  taxation  was  not  the 
ion  of  a  community,  but  it  was  that  of  an  individual  that 
had  to  be  considered ;  and  that  if  there  was  one  tax  imposed 
upon  all  it  fell  equally  upon  alL  Although  it  was  an  argu- 
ment which  had  been  put  forward  with  great  plausibility,  yet 
when  it  came  to  be  examined  it  would  not  be  so  very  well 
accepted.  Mr.  Balfour  also  mentioned  that  if  the  Irish  com- 
plained of  the  taxes  being  too  heavy,  all  they  had  to  do 
was  to  untax  themselves  by  not  drinking  whiskey.  He  (the 
chairman)  wondered  whether  a  similar  argument,  applied  differ- 
ently, would  have  been  equally  well  received.  Let  them  suppose 
that  the  Indian  Empire  and  Great  Britain  were  joined  together  for 
the  purpose  of  taxation  with  a  common  Exchequer,  and  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  feeling  in  want  of  a  large  sum  of 
money,  imposed  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  400  per  cent,  on  the 
manufacture  of  woollen  goods,  and  that  when  the  Englishman 
found  he  wore  a  great  many  things  made  of  wool  and  the  Indian 
subject  did  not,  and  he  complained  that  the  country  was  unfairly 
taxed  by  that  great  impost,  he  (the  chairman)  wondered  whether 
Mr.  Balfour  would  come  down  to  his  Manchester  audience  and 
say  to  them — "  You  are  perfectly  free  of  taxes,  this  tax  is  imposed 
on  the  Indian  subject  just  as  much  as  upon  you,  and  it  is  a 
fectly  fair  tax ;  all  you  have  to  do  if  you  feel  yourselves  too  heavilj 
taxed  is  to  wear  cotton  and  not  to  wear  wool."  He  wondered  ho* 
that  argument  would  be  received  in  Manchester. 

MR.  BALFOUR'S  POLICY. 
In  considering  Mr.  Balfour's  speech  they  ought  to  remember  with 
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gratitude  that  he  was  the  Minister  who  inaugurated  these  grants 
towards  many  roost  useful  subjects  in  Ireland ;  he  was  the  Minister 

grants  for  li^ht  railways  in  the  West  «,i  Ireland  and 
arbours.  '.  «a*  the  very 

Siou^hi  which  many  of  them  would  wuh  that  any 
rciu.--i"M  ft  tax  it. on  tu  ihnii  should  !r  <l:rt<  U-<1  1  :.- v  dj  :  .  : 
ask  i  duction  of  spirit  duties — they  did  not  ask 

different  customs  tariff  arrangement,  but  when  they  saw  that  Mr 
Balfour  was  the  Minister  who  original  v  ing  these 

grants  out  of  Imperial  funds  towards  the  necessities  of  poorer 

they  saw  a  glimpse  of  what  might 

be  done  i:  a  little  further  in  that  direction,  and  probably 

^ht.     He  (the  speaker)  did  not  think  they  could  draw  the 

inference  from  the  speech  in  Manchester  that  he  would  completely 

norc  this  claim  if  it  was  fairly  and  fully  debated. 
They  must  read  between  the  lines  in  this  matter  in  Mr.  Balfour's 
speec :  night  be,  after  all,  like  the  lady  in  Byron's  romance 

who,  "  protesting  that  she'd  ne'er  consent,  consented."  And  if  he 
(chairman)  mistook  not  Mr.  Balfour  bad  led  his  party  in  this  way 
on  another  Irish  question. 

THE  CASE   FOR  PARLIAMENT. 

Here  was  a  case  made  out  by  eminent  men,  who  were  not  likely 

to  make  fools  of  themselves  by  writing  down  propositions  which 

incapable  of  being  sustained  by  proof;  and  the  case  that  was 

presented  was  one  of  extreme  strength.    What  they  asked  was 

not  that  it  should  be  af  once  taken  for  granted  and  acted  or. 

th.it  tlu-y   should  inquire  into  it   further.     Parliament  was   the 

supreme  court  of  this  kingdom  for  all  these  matters,  let  Parliament 

itself  investigate  the  matter,  and  if  these  conclusions  were  proved  to 

be  true,  let  them  redress  the  grievances.    They  did  not  presume 

to  point  out  the  way,  and  they  did  not  wish  a  long-established 

system  of  finance  to  be  suddenly  changed.    All  they  asked  was 

ould  consider  the  best  way  of  remedying  thi 

grievance  which  they  believed  to  be  justly  stated  and  well  proved. 

Most  Rev.  Dr.  FOLEY  proposed  the  first  resolution  :— 

Whereas   by   the  terms  of  the    Union  with   Great    Br 
Ireland  was  recognised  as  a  distinct  portion  of  the  United  King- 
dom for  purposes  of  taxation  according  to  her  relative  a 

;ice  of  her  taxation,  more  or  less,  from  that  of  Great 
:\  has  maintained  that  principle  in  practice  ever  since  ;  and 
whereas  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Financial  Relations  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  have  reported  that  the  taxatio: 
Ireland,  when  compared  with  that  of  Great  I 
excess  of  •  e  ability  to  pay  it,  and  this  finding  is  sup- 

ported by  the  testimony  of  witnesses  of  the  highest   financial 

K 
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authority  :    this    meeting  declares    that    sucli    over-taxation    of 

i less  disproved  on  full  investigation  by  Parliament 
or  sutfu  k-ntly  recouped,  is  a  grievance  disastrous  to  the  well  being 
of  the  country,  and  requires  immediate  remedy." 

s  a  great  pleasure,  his  lordship  said,  to  find  all  classes  and 
sections  and  creeds  of  his  countrymen  united  for  the  furtherance 
it  was  beyond  question  a  great  national  ol 

THE   UNION   OP   CLASSES. 

They  were  all  here  for  the  sole  purpose  of  lending  a   helping 
hand  to  the  great  effort  which  the  Irish  nation  through  the  1 
and  breadth  of  the  land  was   making  to  alleviate   the    terrible 
burden  of  taxation  which  the  Financial  Commissioner 
them  had  been  laid  upon  her  shoulders,  and  under  whi« 
owing  to  which,  she  had  been  reduced  to  the  sad  condition  in 
which  all  her  children  were  grieved  to  see  her  to-day.     I  \ 
gretted  to  say  that  some  of  the  leading  newspapers  of  Kn^land 
had  not  been  ashamed  to  describe  this  drawing  togecher  of  every 
class  of  our  countrymen  as  an  unnatural  alliance ;  but  it  se< 
to  him  that  it  was  the  most  consoling  feature,  perhaps,  ol  this 
struggle,  and  if  they  did  not  stand  together  and  persevere  in  this 
united  demand  there  was  not  the  slightest  prospect  of  receiving 
a  solitary  sixpence  in  the  way  of  relief  or  remission  from  the 
Imperial   Treasury.      It   had   been   observed  by  the    eloquent 
Bishop  of  Limerick  that  the  Imperial  Parliament  had  been  always 
found  ready  enough  under  the  requisite  pressure  to  remove  the  coat 
from  one  class  of  Irishman  and  put  it  on  the  back  of  another ;  but 
in  the  present  struggle  it  was  certainly  consoling  to  find  that  every 
class  of  Irishmen  were  determined  to  take  off  their  own  coats,  and 
what  was  more,  keep  them  off,  convinced  as  they  were  that  they 
must  keep  together  if  there  was  to  be  any  chance  of  success. 

THE  CONDITION    OF   IRELAND. 

All  classes  and  conditions  of  people  that  had  taken  part  so  far 
in  this  struggle  had  done  so,  first,  because  they  were  convinced  of 
the  justice  of  their  cause,  and  secondly,  because  the  people  in 
this  country  had  reaily  come  to  feel  that  it  was  a  matter  of  life 
and  death,  that  it  was  not  a  struggle  for  the  well-being  of  any 
particular  class  or  portion  of  the  community,  but  for  the  bare 
existence  of  a  nation,  that  it  was  a  struggle  for  the  right  which 
every  deserving  citizen  surely  ought  to  have,  of  living  a  human, 
decent  life  in  the  land  that  bore  him  ;  it  was  a  struggle  simply  for 
the  right  which  every  man  ought  to  have  of  remaining  in  the  class 
of  life  in  which  he  happened  to  be  born,  or,  at  least,  of 
not  being  driven  from  that  class  of  life  by  a  system  of 
financial  blundering,  at  the  least,  a  system  which  benefited 
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one  portion  of  the  kingdom  at   the  expense   of  the   other. 

who  was  acquainted  with  the  condition  of  things  . 
land  at  the  present  day  must  see  that  the  agricultural  outlook  was 

••    The  labouring  population  * 
find  the  bare  means  of  supporting  themtelvet 
and  The  farmers  would  tell  them  that  they  never 

found  it  so  difficult  to  pay  their  rents;  and  the  landowners— he  did 
now  so  much  about  them— but  he  suspected  that  they  found 
lifficulty  in  meeting  their  annual  charges.    Assume 
a  further  increase  in  the  supply  of  foreign  cereals  or  cattle  to  the 
country,  and  assume  a  few  more  bad  seasons,  and  what  on  earth 
was  to  become  of  the  vast  proportion  of  the  people  depending  on 
agricultural  produce  ?    Look  back  on  the  past  few  years,  and  they 
landowners  had  been  driven  by  the  score  from  the  class 
to  which  by  birth  they  belonged,  and  had  been  reduced  in  many 
ices  to  the  sorest  and  most  direful  distress  ;  they  saw  farmers 
i  in  thousands  from  their  homes,  and  the  people  leaving  the 
country  with  a  vengeance  ;  and,  what  was  worst  of  all,  what  re- 
mained contributed  a  most  alarming  and  increasing  percentage  of 
lunatics  to  our  asylums. 

THE  CAUSE  OF  IRISH  POVERTY. 

:  was  the  cause  of  this  terrible  condition  of  things?  Bad 
seasons  and  backward  methods  of  production  might  have  done  a 
good  deal.  But  it  seemed  to  him  that  if  the  fundamental  finding 
of  the  Financial  Commission  stood  the  test  to  which  it  would  be 
subj  '.irliament ;  he  did  not  sec  how  anyone  could  avoid 

the  conclusion  that  excessive  taxation,  following  in  the  wake  01 
free  trade,  had  had  a  heavy  band  in  ruining  the  agricultural  condi- 

>f  Ireland.     No  doubt,  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  LAWS  was  an 

;>cnsable  condition  of  England's  marvellous  industrial  expan- 
sion; but  as  if  it  alone  would  not  have  made  sufficiently  short  work 
of  agricultural  Ireland,  it  became  necessary  to  hasten  the  process 

system  of  the  most  oppressive  taxation  that  ever  took  place 
in  the  history  of  a  coui 

THE  EXCESS   PAYMENTS. 

That  excessive  taxation,  as  far  as  he  meant  to  notice  it,  began  in 
1853  ;  it  reached  its  climax  in  1860,  and  there  it  had  remained 
until  the  present  day.  In  1853  the  contribution  of  England  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  was  eleven  times  that  of  Ireland,  but  in  1860 
it  was  only  seven  and  three-quarter  times  that  of  Ireland.  He 
had  very  carefully  considered  the  figures  involved  in  this  question, 
and  he  had  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  during  the  past  forty 
years  this  unfortunate  country  of  ours  had  to  pay  over  and  above 
what  she  was  bound  to  pay,  the  enormous  sum  of  one  hundred  and 
thirty  millions.  She  had  not  only  to  pay  two  millions  and  a  lull 
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in  recent  times,  but  one  hundred  and  thirty  millions  more  than 
she  was  entitled  to  pay  by  h<  arity  dun: 

Some  people  might  say  that  this  was  exaggeration,  but  in- 
used  the  same  method  of  computation  as  had  given  th 
millions  seven  hundred  thousand  for  the  years  1893  and  1894. 
The  Report  of  the  Commission  was  a  startling  revelation 
for  this  country  but  for  the  whole  world.     It  could  hardly  be 

ed.     He  would  admit  that  England  did  not  know  \\h; 
had  been  doing.    She  had  given  to  the  world  that  she  was  con- 

-  an  immense  financial  benefit  on  Ireland — that  the  financial 
connection  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  had  always  been  to 
the  advantage  of  the  latter  country. 

AN    ENGLISH    ARGUMENT   CONSIDERED. 

When  it  was  discovered  that  this  was  not  so  it  was  only  natural 
to  expect  that  those  who  advocated  British  interests  should  !><• 
annoyed  as  well  as  surprised ;  but  some  of  them  had  taken  a  very 
plausible  attitude  in  the  matter.  They  said  to  tru  ople, 

4<  You  say  you  have  not  been  taxed  according  to  your  ta 
capacity  ;  that  may  be  true,  but  we  can't  help  it.     The  people  of 
Dorset  and  Wiltshire  are  as  bad  as  you  are."      "  The  Imperial 
Parliament,"  they  went  on  to  say,  "can  only  legislate  for  the 
people  as  a  whole,  and  if  you  do  not  come  out  as  well  as  you 
would  wish,  it  is  because  you  are  agricultural,  and  not  because 
you  are  Irish.      The  Imperial  Parliament  does  not  tax  according 
to  agricultural  areas,  but  they  tax  articles."      But  it  should  be 
remembered  that  the  average  inhabitant  of  England,  although  h. 
paid  more  in  taxes  than  the  average  inhabitant  of  Ireland,  the 
average  inhabitant  of  the  former  country  was   three   times   as 
wealthy  as  the  average  inhabitant  of  the  latter.     And  although 
there  was  no  article  taxed  in   Ireland   that   was   not   taxc 
England,  it  did  riot  follow  that  because  the  articK  d  in 

the  same  way,  it  was  a  tax  fair  to  the  inhabitant. 

CASTLEREAGH   AND   PITT. 

Lord  Castlereagh  had  said  that  the  best  possible  standard  or 
for  taxation  was  one  whereby  the  taxable  capacity  of  the  com- 
munity was  relied  on  for  the  assessment  of  tax,  and  Pitt  had 
if  you  took  two  classes,  and  that  one  as  regards  relative  wealth  was 
twice  as  strong  as  the  other,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  wealthier 
class  was  capable  of  bearing  not  only  twice  the  amount,  but  ten 
times  the  amount  of  taxation.  It  was  rather  an  extraordinary 
thing  that  the  Unionist  leaders  who  had  spoken  against  the  con- 
clusion arrived  at  by  the  Commission  did  not  deal  with  the 
figures  or  the  arithmetical  results  of  the  report,  but  rather  cast 
ridicule  on  the  Irish  case.  They  had  not  said  one  syllable  on 
Act  of  Union 
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preferred  to  play  the  roll  of  scientific  economists,  or,  like 

c  case  out  of  • 

more  satisfactory  to  bear  from  Mr.  Balfour  some 
•  principles  or  of  the  standard  which  the  Financial 
Commissioners  adopted,  or  to  hear  some  reason  given  for  question- 
ing the  figures  which  formed  the  basis  of  their  reports.     The 
Ilalfour's  method  of  casing  the  situation   in 
Ireland  was  something  extreme.     He  said  the  way  to  settle  the 
whole  difficulty,  was  simply  to  give  up  drinking  whiskey,  and  he 
said  in  effect— "  No  doubt  you  have  a  national  grievance — you  pay 
a  great  deal  too  much  into  the  Treasury  on  whiskey,  but  the 
i  in  your  own  hands— don't  drink  whiskey.      If  we 
nakc  to  remedy  this  national  grievance,  it  will  give  rise  to  a 
greater  evil — an  increase  of  drunkenness  amongst  your  Irish  race." 

idently  forgot  that  the  average  consumption  o: 
>  per  head  of  the  population  in  Great  Britain  was  greater 
than  the  consumption  per  head  in  Ireland.  The  average  corn 
sumption  per  head  in  the  case  of  England  was  £*  as.,  while  in 
Ireland  it  was  only  £2  135.  The  decision  of  the  Commission 
certainly  had  not  been  subjected  to  the  criticism  they  should  have 
expected  from  men  like  Mr.  Balfour.  He  (the  speaker)  would 
recommend  Unionists  to  study  Sir  Edward  Clarke's  utterances, 
and  Liberals,  or  worse  still,  Radicals,  to  study  Mr.  John  Morley 
and  '  iih. 

COMMISSION:   MR.  GLADSTONE. 

The  principles  or  the  figures  of  the  Commission  had  not  been 

oned— they  had  been  ridiculed.  He  had  been  careful  to 
abstain  from  overstating  their  case,  and  he  had  been  careful  to 
abstain  from  using  any  expression  which  would  reflect  on  the 
motives  of  the  statesmen  who  had  been  responsible  from  time  to 

lor  the  condition  of  things  that  they  all  deplored.  The  one 
man  above  all  others  who  was  responsible  for  the  condition  of 
things  of  which  they  complained  was  Mr.  Gladstone,  but  with 
regard  to  him  it  would  ill  become  them  now  to  rake  up  the 
past  Mr.  Gladstone  had  done  much  as  a  statesman  which  they 
all  might  admire,  and  they  should  rather  recall  his  marvellous 
achievements.  It  would  be  a  great  benefit  if  it  were  conveyed  to 

( iladstone  from  the  Irish  nation  that  it  was  their  great  wish 
in  this  united  demand  they  were  making  for  justice,  to  get  some 
words  of  encouragement  from  him,  who  as  he  stated,  had  left  the 
Commission  to  them  as  his  last  legacy,  and  to  get  some 

:  that  persuasive  voice  which  had  been  raised  on  so 
occasions  on  behalf  of  oppressed  peoples,  and  which  had 

loble  cause  of  justice  and  humanity. 
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Mr.  \V.\i  n  K    M\rMoRRouGH   KAVANAGH,    1U..   (I'm.-- 
seconded  the  resolution.     IK  said  he  had  just  listened  to  01 
the  most  eloquent  and  one  of  the  most  persuasive  speeches  which 
yet  been  delivered  on  this  subject     They  were  all  <: 
ted  to  the  Bishop  for  his  able  statement.     He  (the  spc 
had  great  pleasure  in  seconding  the  resolution,  and  he  did  so  with 
all  the  more  pride,  as  he  believed  this  was  a  question  on  which 
Ireland  was  united  in  a  great  national  demand. 

MR.  GOSCHEN'S  COM  MM 

He  might  refer  to  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Goschen,  in 

.  Sexton,  when  he  demanded  an  inquiry  into  the  financial 
relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  Mr.  Goschen 
admitted  that  there  was  a  certain  amount  of  grievance 
Ireland,  and  consented  to  a  Committee.  He  also  stated  that  if, 
upon  inquiry,  it  was  found  that  an  injustice  had  been  done,  it 
should  be  redressed.  The  Ministry  had  acquiesced  in  the  forma- 
tion of  this  Commission,  and  how  were  they  now  to  repudiate  its 
findings?  And  how  were  they  to  repudiate  the  promise  of  Mr. 
Goschen  to  the  Irish  people  ?  If  the  large  sum  of  money  which 
he  expected  would  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Irish  nation 
came  to  their  hands,  in  what  better  way  could  they  dispose  of  it 
than  in  carrying  out  the  recommendations  suggested  by  the 
Recess  Committee  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  HAMMOND,  M.P.,  in  supporting  the  resolution,  said 
that  the  present  meeting  was  a  spectacle  unprecedented  in  Carlow, 
for  he  never  remembered  before  all  classes  and  creeds  and  all 
phases  of  politics  assembled  together,  as  they  were  that  day.  in 
putting  forward  a  demand  for  the  redress  of  a  great  wrong.  .'< 
ings  such  as  that  assured  them  that  they  had  a  united  Ireland. 

The  resolution  was  put  and  carried  unanimously. 

Mr.  W.  BROWNE-CLAYTON,  D.L.,  proposed  the  next  resolu- 
tion : — 

"That  copies  of  the  above  resolution  be  sent  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  Lord  Lieutenant,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
Chief  Secretary." 

Mr.  PATRICK  HANLON,  Vice-Chairman,  Carlow  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, seconded  the  resolution,  which  was  carried  unanimously. 

The  Very  Rev.  the  DEAN  OF  LEIGHLIN  (Protestant  Episcopalian) 
proposed : — 

"That  we  call  on  the  Irish  Parliamentary  representatives  of  all 
shades  of  political  opinion  to  give  to  the  question  of  the  excessive 
taxation  of  Ireland  the  prominence  which  the  subject  deserves,  and 
to  impress  it  as  a  united  National  demand." 
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he  said,  with  pleasure  to  the  very  eloquent  speech 
hop.  They  all  knew  that  union  vis  strength,  and 
dest  things  about  this  movement  was  t! 

1:1  .1 


DIRECT  AND   INDIRECT  TAXATION. 

As  t  proof  that  the  ability  of  Ireland  to  pay  taxes  was  far  less  than 

i  gland,  he  pointed  to  the  income-tax,  which  showed 

that  £4  us.  id.  was  paid  in  England  in  direct  taxation  for  every 

eome-tax,  while  in  Ireland  indirect  taxation  to  the  amount 

of  £12  us.  was  pa:  ry  £\  income-tax. 

THE   UNION   Or   PARTIES. 

had  been  made  to  divide  them  in  Ireland  on  thii  question 

of  taxation,  and  it  was  said  that  in  carrying  out  the  principle  which 

vere  now  advocating  they  should  have  one  tax  in  the  North 

and  >  the  South  of  Ireland     He  hoped  Ireland  would 

be  divided  in  that  way.    They  were  one  people,  and  he 

hoped  they  would  always  stand  together.    They  should  keep  a 

nt,  and  show  their  members  in  Parliament  that  they 

wished  them  also  to  be  united,  and  to  press  forward  their  claims 

as  strong 

,  seconded  the  resolution, 
man,  Town  Commissioners,  supported  it 
resolution  was  put  and  carried  unanimously. 
Mr.  C.  J.  ENGLEDOW,  M.P.,  proposed  : — 

hat  a  committee  be  formed,  consisting  of  Lord  Rathdonnell. 
the  Bishop  of  Kildare  and  Leighlin,  the  Very  Rev.  the  Dean  of 
Ixrighlin,  J.  Hammond,  M.P. ;  C.  J.  Engledow,  M.P. ;  Mr.  Bruen, 
the  members  of  the  Carlow  Town  Commissioners,  Sir  C.  Burton, 

rowne-Clayton,  Mr.C  M'Nally,  Mr.  Paul  Brown,  Mr.Mulhall, 
with  power  to  add  to  their  number,  to  co-operate  with  such  com- 

s  as  may  be  appointed  by  other  counties,  cities,  and  public 
bodies,  in  making  arrangements  for  forwarding  this  movement  and 
assuring  its  success." 

He  said  similarity  of  taxes  did  not  prove  equality  of  treatment, 
and  if  there  were  similar  taxes  in  Great  Britain  and  IrcL 
could  only  be  in  direct  disregard  of  the  Act  of  Union. 

IRELAND   A   SEPARATE   ENTITY. 

Jslation  Ireland  was  'continually  treated  as  a  separate  entity 
from  England,  and  that  was  seen  in  a  very  remarkable  manner  in 
reference  to  the  Agricultural  Rating  Bill.  In  addition  to  the 

ae  tax  and  the  equalisation  of  the  spirit  duties,  other  burdens 
;  been  put  on  this  count 
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EXPENDITURE. 

In  1834  the  Irish  police  force  cost  .£350,000  for  eight  millions  of 
people ;  in  1895,  with  a  population  of  four  millions,  the  cost  of  the 
police  was  ,£1,500,000.  In  1834  the  general  cost  of  the  gov.  rn- 
ment  of  Ireland  \v.  millions;  in  1895,  w*tn  onty  na^  ^ie 

number  of  people  to  rule,  it  had  increased  to  six  millions. 

CAPTAIN  THOMAS  seconded  the  resolution,  which  was  carried 
unanimoii 

The  Most  Rev.   Dr.  FOLEY  having  been  moved  to  the  si  < 

.  Mr.  M.  Governey  moved  a  vote  of  thanks  to  the  Right  Hon. 
Henry  Bruen  for  his  conduct  in  the  chair. 

Mr.  P.  HANLON,  seconded  the  motion. 

Dr.  FOLEY,  in  putting  the  motion,  which  he  said  had  his  entire 
concurrence,  joined  in  the  expression  of  regret  that  had  fallen  limn 
Mr.  Governey  in  connection  with  Lord  Rathdonnell,  and  especially 
the  cause  of  his  absence,  and  joined  in  the  hope  that  that 
would  quickly  disappear.  In  the  absence  of  Lord  Rathdonnell 
they  would  all  thoroughly  agree  that  his  place  could  not  be  more 
ably  or  satisfactorily  filled  than  it  had  been. 

The  resolution  was  carried  by  acclamation,  and  Mr.  Bruen,  in 
replying,  expressed  the  hope  that  the  speech  of  the  Bishop  would 
get  wide  publicity,  and  thereby  be  a  means  of  furthering  the  objt  ct 
they  had  in  view.  The  tone  of  the  meeting  had  been  admiral >'c, 
and  he  would  have  great  pleasure  in  conveying  to  Lord  Rath- 
donnell the  kind  manner  in  which  his  name  had  been  received  and 
the  hopes  that  had  been  expressed  for  the  recovery  of  his  son. 

The  proceedings  then  terminated. 


KILDARE    COUNTY. 

THE  Kildare  County  meeting  was  called  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  the  County,  Robert  Kennedy,  Esq.,  on  the 
unanimous  requisition  of  a  representative  preliminary  meet- 
ing held  at  Naas,  on  New  Year's  Day,  at  which  both  the 
M.P.'s  for  County  Kildare,  as  well  as  the  High  Sheriff  and 
several  magistrates,  and  other  gentlemen  were  present. 
The  meeting  was  held  in  the  Town  Hall,  Naas,  on  Tuesday, 
1 5th  January.  The  attendance  of  members  of  the  Uni 
Party  was  notably  large.  Several  ladies  attended.  Above 
the  platform  was  suspended  a  large*  scroll  bearing  the  words 
"  Union  is  Strength." 

Among  those  present  were — The  Most  Rev.  Dr.  Foley,  Bishop 
of  Kildare  and  Leighlin  ;  Mr.  Robert  Kennedy,  Lord  Lieutenant 
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of  the  C  ire;    the  Earl  of  Mam  I)  \fore- 

Fcrrall,  I  >  Thomas  J.  de  Bur, 

UK  Cook-Tret.. ; .  I  »  I 

i»cr,  Capt  Trcma\ 

Rev.  Thomas  Morrin,  i 
' 

J.   KntfledoV.  Major  R. 

R.  Gannon, 

nessy.                Conlan,  J.P. ;  M  rown, 

C.T.(                I.  C  Cramer-Roberts,  J.  Flanagan, 

on  way,  I  (Jcorgc  V 

:  Mr.   K.  Sargent, 

r.  A.  O'Connor  irrington, 

>edy,  Colonel  Sherwinton,  Mr.  W.  Staples, 
I  ohn  Nolan,  (  iher  Lawler,  1 

side  Dane,  n.-.m.  Mr.  I.  Malonc,  Mr    |.  i;,,yl-. 

.1*  Hood  Doyle,  J.I 

Tames  O'i  :cv.  Canon  Sherlock,  Mr.  R.  West  Manders, 

Cantrcll.  ;h  A.  Henry,  Mr.  James  F.t 

M,H.  Mr  uman,  Dr.  Joseph  Smyth, 

Edward  Fcnel.  I-xiward  Gray, 

George  Low,  Mr.  C  M.  Bury,  J.P  ;  Mr   H   J    1  irrell,  Colonel 
son,  Mr.  P.  Traynor,  Mr.  James  Hyland,  Mr.  C  Higgins,  Mr. 
M.  Domican,  Mr.  George  Bruce,  Mr.  M.  Hanlor  1  >onohoc, 

Mr.  T.  Grace,  Mr.  M.  i  :.  Thomas  I-itzpatrick,  I 

SutclifTr,  A-ard  Doyle,  1  !r.   !.   Hcaly, 

n,  Mr.  Joseph  O'Neill  ( Hordcnst 
Mi  >.  ,n  .1! .!,  Rev.  George  Byrne,  CC  ;  Mr.  C.  P.Tracy, 
R  Fay.  Mr.  John  Ticrney,  1'  Ir.  E.  Swectman,  1 ' 

TamesCoi  K   M  Kenna, Mr. P. Cunningham, Mr. W.  A. 

Lamj  yon  Slancy.  Mast 

de  Burgh,  Mr.  B.  Moore,  Mr.  R.  Kearney,  Mr.  R.  Dorrian. 

-i-ott,  Mr.  R.  Nolan,  Mr.  Gerald  Dunne, 
1'.  Dowling  (Newbridge),  Mr.  R.  W.  Carter,  Mr.  Thomas 
Reams  (Newbridge),  Mr.  John  Malonc. 
Amongst  the  ladies  present  were— Mrs.  Tremaync,  Mrs 

L  Loch,  Miss  Loch,  Miss  O'Farrcll,  Miss  Farrdl,  Miss 
J.  Far 

On  the  motion  of  Lord  Mayo,  seconded  by  Mr.   Engledow, 
Mr.   Robert  Kennedy,  Lord   Lieutenant  of   the  County 
ire,  was  called  upon  to  preside 

The  CHAIRMAN  said  he  was  happy  to  say  that  he  had  received 

a  great  number  of  letters  from  gentlemen  through  the  country — 

Barton,  Lord  u  gerald,  and  others— expressing 

regret  at  being  unable  to  attend  this  meeting  to-day ;  and  from  no 
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one  had  he  heard  any  objection  to  the  meeting  being  held.     On 
the  contrary,  all  people  were  unanimous. 

Most  Rev.  Dr.  FOLEY,  Bishop  of  Kildarc  and  Leighlin, 
proposed— 

"  That  this  meeting  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  County  of  K;: 
hereby  declares  that  the  excessive  burden  of  Impen  >n  on 

nd,  disclosed  by  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
icial  Relations  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  constitu 
serious  national  grievance  affecting  all  classes  of  the  community, 
and  demands  the  immediate  attention  of  her  Majesty 
mem  with  a  view  to  such  legislation  as  will  meet  the  just  claims 
of  this  country  at  the  earliest  possible  date,  and  we  call  upon  the 
Irish  representatives,  irrespective  of  party,  to  unite  in  pressing  on 
the  attention  of  Parliament  the  importance  of  this  subject  until  it 
has  been  satisfactorily  settled." 

He  wished  to  say  a  word  of  personal  explanation  as  to  why  he 
was  there  that  day  in  presence  of  that  representative  gathering  of 
the  people  of  Kildare  of  all  classes  and  creeds.  Had  he  known 
at  the  time  he  was  accepting  the  invitation  that  he  should  have 
had  an  opportunity  on  the  previous  day  of  addressing  a  similar 
meeting  in  Carlow,  he  should  certainly  have  spared  that  rm 
the  painful  necessity  of  listening  to  a  speech  from  him  on  the 
Financial  Relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  He  was 
there  with  the  greatest  possible  pleasure  to  take  part  in  that  great 
meeting. 

The  EARL  OF  MAYO  (Unionist)  said  he  was  proud  to  be  called 
upon  to  second  the  resolution. 

A   UNITED   IRELAND. 

At  last  the  day  had  dawned  when  all  in  Ireland  were  united 
together  for  one  set  purpose — namely,  to  demand  justice  in  this 
matter  at  the  hands  of  the  British  Parliament.  Unity  was  their 
fulcrum  ;  their  leaders  were  at  the  lever,  and  if  the  fulcrum 
remained  united,  strong,  and  firm,  they  would  be  able  to  make 
those  statesmen  who  with  sneers  looked  upon  Ireland  and  cried, 
"  It  is  a  country  divided  against  itself,"  change  their  minds.  He 
would  warn  them  about  one  thing  that  was  very  likely  to  occur. 
It  had  occurred  before  in  this  country,  and  no  doubt  would  occur 
again,  and  that  was  that  statesmen  would  try  in  every  possible  way 
to  throw  the  apple  of  discord  between  the  parties.  The  wav  in 
which  this  country  had  been  governed  for  many  years  was  a  very 
simple  one.  One  party  had  been  flattered  and  the  other  had  been 
sat  upon,  and  vice  versa.  Well,  there  was  no  easier  way  of  gov.-rn- 
ing  a  country  than  to  set  two  parties  fighting  and  to  quietly  s 
both.  That  was  a  very  good  business,  and  it  was  fair  play  in  poli- 
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shmen  stock  together  they  could  keep  the  apple  of 


MR.    GOSCIIKN'S 


A  committee  was  granted  by  Mr.  Goschen,  the  Tory  Chancellor  of 

i  $90,  tad  the  fifth  reference  was  "The  equity  of 

!  mancial  Relations  in  regard  to  the  resources  and  population 

of  etch  of  the  three  Kingdoms."    What  did  Mr.  Goschcn  uy  in 

to   Mr.  Sexton?    Nobody  had  mentioned   Mr 
name.     Mr.  Sexton  was  a  man  who  was  totally  opposed  • 
(Lord  Mayo's)  political  opinions,  at  least  he  used  to  be ;  b- 
Sexton  was  the  man  who  really  got  this  matter  \  ideiut 

before  the  public,  and  he  thought  they  thanked  Mr.  Sexton  for 

They  ought  to.    What  did    Mr.  Goschen    say  to   Mr. 
Sexton  ?  k  we  shall  be  prepared  to  grant  an  inquiry  into 

ial  relations  of  the  two  countries.     I  do  not  want  to 
le  Scotland,  and  I  think  the  members  for  both,  countries 
will  see  that  we  are  anxious  to  meet  them.     We  shall  be  gbd  to 
throw  as  much  light  as  possible  on  the  financial  relations  of  the 
two  countries.  i  embers  will  see  at  once  that  it  must  be  a 

full  and   proper   ii  ...     Of  course  if  the   inquiry 

should  show  that  injustice  has^een  done  to  any  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  steps  will  be  taken  to  afford  redress." 
Goschen  granted  a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  financial  rela- 
tions between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  How  could  it  be  said 
that  the  Royal  Commission  appointed  by  Mr.  Gladstone  could  not 
be  as  fair  as  possible  ? 

THE   "  TIMES  *  AND   MR.    BALFOUR. 

They  had  got  the  evidence  given  at  the  Commission,  they  would 
go  upon  the  evidence,  they  would  go  upon  nothing  else.  From 
the  beginning  the  Times  had  taken  sentences  from  speeches  ;  they 
had  left  out  the  end,  and  they  had  twisted  and  altered  arguments 
to  suit  their  own  purposes.  The  Times  was  not  much  read  by  the 
voters,  as  it  was  too  expensive,  and,  therefore,  he  did  not  think 
they  should  take  the  Times  too  seriously.  Referring  to  the  speech 
delivered  by  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour  at  Manchester,  Lord  Mayo  said 
he  had  the  pleasure  of  V  T'S  acquaintance,  and  he  had  the 

greatest  possible  respect  for  him.  He  considered  that  as  Chief 
Secretary  of  this  country,  he  did  a  great  deal  of  good.  They  owed 
to  Mr.  Balfour  the  light  railways,  and  a  great  many  other 
things  which  he  did  to  help  the  whole  country.  Mr.  Balfoi 
the  course  of  his  Manchester  speech,  said  they  could  never  get 
1  -n  as  a  whole  to  pull  themselves  together  and  make  sag- 

ns  of  great  economic  reform  in  Ireland.     He  (Lord  Mayo) 
said  they  had  pulled  themselves  together,  and  the  time  had  come 
ild  pull  themselves  together,  and  he  threw  bark  in 
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Mr.  Arthur  Balfour's  teeth,  the  saying  that  they  could  not  pull 
themselves  together,  and  they  would  be  pi  \h.n  this 

question  was  settled  to  suggest  economic  reforms  for  the  good  of 
Ireland. 

TAXATION   AND   REVOLUTION. 

This  matter  of  taxation  was  a  very  serious  one,  and  this  m 
of  the  over-taxation  of  this  country  might  go  a  great  deal  further 
than  they  thought.     In  the  history  of  the  world  it  had  been  over- 

>n  or  the  idea  of  over-taxation  that  had  created  so  many 
revolutions.     What  had  turned  the  Stuarts  out  of  the  country 

\cessive  taxation  ?     And  there  were  many  instances  of  the 

kind.  There  had  been  a  no-rent  agitation  in  this  country. 
He  did  not  wish  to  hint  at  it ;  he  did  not  wish  to  say  that  there 
was  going  to  be  such  a  thing,  and  he  hoped  there  would  not  be ; 
but  it  had  happened  in  other  parts  of  the  world  that  then 
been  a  no-tax  agitation,  and  lest  his  words  should  be  mis-construed 
by  any  parties  or  persons  in  the  Press,  he  only  hoped  that  it 
would  not  occur  in  Ireland.  If  they  were  going  to  win  at  the 
beginning,  they  must  not  lose  their  heads;  they  must  go  on 

ly  for  their  rights  put  forward  properly  by  the  men  whom 
they  elected  to  speak  for  them  as  their  leaders. 

A    NEW    PARTY. 

Two  parties  had  come  together  in  this  movement— Nationalists 
and  Unionists.  Names  had  swayed  parties,  and  they  should 
have  a  name  for  this  united  party.  Let  them  call  themselves 
Financialists.  A  gentleman  behind  him  suggested  a  stronger 
expression — Financial  Reformers.  What  they  had  to  remember 
was  that  they  must  be  moderate  in  tone  and  firm  in  purpose. 
"  United  we  stand,  disunited  we  fall."  There  would  be  always 
wobblers  on  these  questions — men  who  sat  on  the  fence,  and  who 
most  likely  in  the  end  would  drop  out  altogether.  He  was 
glad  to  see  that  as  time  went  on,  these  meetings  were  becoming 
more  moderate  in  terms  and  more  firm  in  purpose.  Parliament 
was  the  place  to  thrash  out  this  question,  and  after  it  was  thrashed 
out,  if  they  were  combined,  they  would  know  what  to  do  if  they 
did  not  receive  the  consideration  to  which  they  were  entitled. 

Mr.  T.  COOKE-TRENCH,  D.L.  (Unionist),  supported  the  motion. 
He  said  he  could  hardly  express  that  he  found  himself  standing 
there  side  by  side  with  the  whole,  bulk  of  those  with  whom  he 
dwelt. 

A   CLOUD   DISSIPATED. 

He  was  born  an  Irishman,  had  lived  in  Ireland  all  his  life,  and  he 
hoped  to  live  in  it  for  the  balance  of  his  years.  But  there  had 
always  been  a  cloud  that  had  hung  over  the  happiness  and 
pleasure  of  living  in  Ireland,  and  that  was  the  feeling  that  on 
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several  subjects  he  was  separated  from  the  bulk  of  those  among 

whom  he  lived.     If  they  owed  nothing  else  to  this  Commission 

they  owt  happiness  that  for  a  moment  that  cloud  was 

cd,  and  that  they  all  stood  shoulder  to  shoulder  determined 

.umd  their  just  lights. 

1  i;,-  rrM.hiii'-M  w.i-.  •  uritd 

Mr  ..;LEDOW,  M.P.,  moved 

•  be  formed  consisting  of  the  following — C.  T. 
KMjcvl.'A.  M  I  MiiKh/r.  T.  de  Burgh,  Robert  Kiaatdf,  fiu       •<- 

»er,  Major  Burrowes,  Stephen 

>wn,  Earl  of  Mayo,  Lord  Walter  Fitzgerald,  Thomas  Prinjte, 
with  power  to  add  to  their  number,  for  the  purpose  of  furthering 
the  object  of  the  foregoing  resolution. 

COLONEL  DEASE,  J.P.  (Unionist),  Chairman  of  the  Cclbridge 
Board  of  Guardians,  seconded  the  motion.  A  prima  Jatic  case 
had  been  proved  of  Ireland's  over-taxation,  but  nevertheless  they 
would  be  willing  to  hear  the  other  side  of  the  matter.  All  they 
demanded  was  justice  according  to  the  strict  Act  of  Union. 

A  AKD  FENEI  Chairman  of  the  Naas  Board  of 

Guardians,  supported  the  motion,  which  was  adopted. 

X  Mont  I  'I..,  J.I'.  (Unionist),  moved :— 

hat  we  cordially  approve  of  the  suggestion  to  hold,  at  an  early 
date,  a  nu  .c  of  all  Ireland  in  furtherance  of  this 

movement,  and  that  the  Committeenhis  day  appointed  will  be 
happy  to  cooperate  in  making  arrangements  for  holding  such 
meeting." 

S.  BROWN,  Chairman  of  the  Naas  Town  Commissioners, 
seconded  the  resolution. 

Mr   M   J.  M;\.  M,  M. P.,  supported  the  motion. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

On  the  motion  of  the  Most  Rev.  Dr.  Folcy,  Lord  Mayo  was 
moved  to  the  'second  chair,  and 

A  vote  of  thanks  was  passed  to  the  Chairman  on  the  motion  of 
Mr.  Engledo w,  seconded  by  h . 

The  proceedings  terminated. 


QALWAY  COUNTY 

meeting  for  County  Gahvay  was  summoned  by  Lord 
Clonbrock,  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County,  upon 

aivc  requisition.     It  was  held  in  Galway  C  ourth 
on  January  i6th.     The  gathering  was  most  representative 
of  all  classes.     There  were  present : — 


14-  Tht  •    I      'in, I. 

k,  Bishop  of  Galway  ;  Lord 

S  Lord  Justice  of  Appeal;  Hon.  R.  E.  Dillon,  the  High 
:f;  Lord  Grey  de  Ruthven,  Sir  Theobald  Kurke,  Th 
y,  T.C.  ;  C  Moon,  A.  Semple,  G.  Cloherty,  Sir  Valentine 
Blake,  Hon.  George  Nugent,  H.  C.illigan,  G.  15.   Rol 
T     Dooley,  P.P.;  Rev.  J.  Craddock.    1M' .  ;   Rrv.   R.   < 
O.S.A.  ;  Rev.  R.  Newell,  C.C. ;  Rev.  A.  J.  Nestor,  J.  J.  Coghlan, 
Rev.    M.   O'Donoghue,   Rev.   J.   Greaven,  P.P.;    |.   A.    ('.rant, 
1  Sheehy,  M.P. ;  B.  W.  Roche,  W.  G.  Fogarty,  R.  Botu.-rill, 
I.  W.    i;r.\dy  Murray,  B.L. ;  J.   Lenihan,  Patrick  Corcoran.    R. 

•  it,  Dr.  Pye,  J.  J.  Kirwan,  James  Hlakc,  W.  1'.  ()  I 
onnolly,  H.  S.  Persse,  John  Miller,  H.  M.  A.  Mu 
Myles  Keaven,  E.  C.  Keaven,  Timothy  Naughton,  R.  Blac 
Redington  Roche,  Henry  Kirwan,  Burton  Persse,  Very  Rev. 
Canon  Canton,  P.P.,  Athenry ;  J.  C.  Conroy,  Martin  Joyce, 
Edward  Guilfoyle,  Very  Rev.  Canon  Lynskey,  P.P.;  J.  M'Dougall, 
M'Namara,  M.  J.  Costelloe,  E.  G.  Guy,  F.  Meagher,  T.C. ; 
J.  O'Flanagan,  J.  C.  M'Donnell,  John  Nolan,  J.  P.  Warren, 
mth  Darcy,  D.L.  ;  R.  J.  Kelly,  B.L. ;  Lieutenant  John 
Darcy,  Anthony  Lynch,  Captain  Waithman,  Sir  H.  G.  Bellew, 
Rev.  J.  Keanef  P.P.  ;  John  Roche,  M.P.  ;  Rev.  M.  Diskin,  P.P.; 
M.  M  Donnell,  Dunmore;  P.  B.  Bernard,  D.L. ;  R.  W.  Waith- 
man, \V  iMly,  M.  Morris,  Spiddal ;  M.  J.  Blake,  R.  J.  Hayden, 
R.  B.  Tivy,  J.  Semple,  J.P. ;  J.  Shine,  W.  Joyce,  W.  Ruskin, 
Colonel  Daly,  Nelson  Palmer,  J.P. ;  C.  Cooley,  C.  J.  O'Connor, 
Captain  Cowan,  Tom  Smyt*i,  J.  F.  liroderick,  F.  T.  Lewin,  D.L.; 
Rev.  R.  M'Donough,  P.P.;  John  MacPhilpin,  P.  J.  Davy,  P.  P. 
Broderick,  Sir  V.  Blake,  Bart.  ;  Samuel  Johnstonc,  Thomas 
M'Donagh,  Richard  Blake,  Dr.  M.  F.  Lydon,  Dr.  Gorham,  W.  P. 
Hennessy,  T.  A.  O'Sullivan,  —  Duvally,  J.  M'Dcrmott,  Ramore  ; 
Br.  P.  J.  O'Brien,  Br.  B.  Whelan,  Rev.  P.  J.  Lally,  P.P.;  T.  N. 
Redington,  Marcus  Lynch,  D.L. ;  James  P.  Rice,  B.L. ;  Colonel 
Cheevers,  J.P. ;  Rev.  Clement  E.  Ryan,  B.A. ;  etc.,  etc. 

On  the  motion  of  Colonel  Daly,  seconded  by  Mr.  Pen 
Bernard,  D.L.,  the  chair  was  taken  by  the  Right  Hon.    Lord 
Clonbrock. 

:ain  S.  Waithman,  J.P.,  was  appointed  Hon.  Secretary  to 
the  Meeting. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said  the  office  which  he  held  in  the  County  did 
not  give  him  any  authority  to  call  a  meeting,  except  a  meeting  of 
magistrates  for  purely  magisterial  business ;  but  the  numerous 
requisitions  that  he  had  received  in  the  last  few  weeks  from  all 
parts  of  the  County  gave  him,  he  considered,  sufficient  authority 
to  convene  this  meeting.  It  was  necessary  that  he  should  make 
this  explanation,  because  the  privilege  of  calling  a  County  m< 
was  one  that  belonged  to  the  office  of  High  Sheriff.  But  he  had 
good  reason  to  believe  the  High  Sheriff  fully  appreciated  the 
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borne  in  mind,  that  this  wa 
ae  was  in  any  way  1 

or  opinion 


SIR  UK  HAH    HICKS-DKACH'S 

•  object  they  were  met  for  concerned  everyone  in  Ireland 
whatever  bis  opinions  might  be,  but  if  they  needed  toy  justifica- 
tion from  outside  for  their  action  to-day  they  might  appeal  to  a 
very  high  financial  authority,  he  meant  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who,  in  his  speech  delivered  at  Bristol,  while  most 
proper  ating  any  hasty  or  ill-considered  utterance,  urged 

ic  to  study  the  Blue  Book  which  contained  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission,  and  to  make  themselves  acquaint,  i  with 
this  most  complicated  subject  in  all  its  bearings.  The  Chairman 

Commission  was  a  man  whose  opinions  they  all  looked  on 
with  the  greatest  respect,  The  O'Conor  Don.    This  wts  a  subject 
on  which  they  all  felt  strongly,  and  when  people  felt  strong!) 
sometimes  spoke  strongly,  and  it  did  occasionally  happc 
strength  of  their  language  was  not  an  accurate  measure  of  their 
.u_  uncnta, 

MR.  BALFOUR'S  UTTERANCES. 

; light  appear  presumptuous  to  criticise  the  utterances  of  such 
a  master  of  dialectics  as  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  but  the 
light  and  airy,  he  might  say  contemptuous,  tone  that  he  adopted  in 
his  speech  inclined  one  to  believe  that  he  was  relying  more  on  his 

r  of  marshalling  his  big  battalions  in  the  House  of  Commons 
than  on  the  actual  substance  and  validity  of  his  arguments, 

lous  as  they  undoubtedly  were.     If  he  had  thought  for  a 

nt  that  alter  ting  involved  the  slightest 

dereliction  of  political  opinions,  either  of  himself  or  others,  he 

should  not  be  stan  to-day.      But  he  trusted  they  « 

be  able  to  show  to-day  that  divided  as  they  were  all,  most  vitally 

oints,  they  could  still  meet  in  harmony  and  good 

.•  when  the  subject  that  called  them  together  was  one  that 
vitally  concerned  the  interest  and  welfare  of  their  couir 

following  letter  from  the  A 
bishop  of  TU.I:  i  I .  (i.  Belle w  : — 

v  I>r\k  -Before  your  letter  reached  I  had 

'\  pleasure  joined  in  requesting  the  Lord  Lieu  ten 
the  County,  Lord  Clonbrock,  to  convene  a  county  meeting  to  con- 
the  important  question,  now  so  much  agitated,  of  the  Report 
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of  the   Financial    Relations   Committee,   with   a    \ 

redress  and  restitution  in  due  time  and  proportion. 

things  would  give  me  so  much  pleasure  as  to  attend  and  tak 

in  the  projected  meeting  ;  but,  unhappily,  considerations  of  healt^ 

would  make  this  for  me  too  great  a  venture  ;  the  risk  would  be 

imprudent. 

THE   UNION   OF  CLASSES. 

I  regret  my  forced  absence  and  abstention  the  more,  1 
regard  this  and  other  such  meetings  as  calculated  to  produce  the 
most  salutary  result  in  drawing  together  and  uniting  Irishmen  of 
every  class,  however  hitherto  continually  divided,  in  casting  aside 
all  unmeaning  exhibitions  of  religious  difference,  political  profes- 
sions, party  politics,  unmeaning  squabbles  so  deplorably  humili- 

.  and  in  standing  shoulder  to  shoulder  to  battle  peaceably  and 
legitimately  for  the  rights  of  their  common  country.  If  this  alone 
were  the  result  of  the  course  now  taken  by  all  classes  on  the 
question  of  Financial  Relations,  immense  good  in  reference  to 
combined  and  successful  action  on  future  occasions  would  be 
accomplished.  As  regards  the  present  or  near  future,  I  would 
entertain  the  most  sanguine  hopes  that  substantial  reparation 
would  be  made  to  this  country  for  the  losses  she  has  hitherto 
sustained  and  the  financial  wrongs  of  which  she  has  so  long  been 
the  victim.  The  chief  boast  of  every  Englishman  is  a  love  of 
justice.  By  clearly  bringing  before  the  mind  of  the  English  public 
the  wrongs  inflicted  on  our  country,  whether  intentional  or  other- 
wise, particularly  if  the  subject  be  repeated  and  pressed  home,  I 
would  entertain  but  little  doubt  of  the  result  in  the  long  run. 

RESTITUTION. 

"Restitution  is  constantly  inculcated  as  one  of  the  leading 
duties  of  natural  justice.  What  is  true  of  individuals  applies  with 
greater  force  to  entire  nations.  We  need  only  read  the  able  and 
eloquent  addresses  lately  delivered  at  some  of  our  public  meetings, 
and  especially  study  attentively  the  singularly  powerful  and  clear 
statement  so  carefully  elaborated  by  The  O'Conor  Don,  one  of  the 
experienced  men  who  have  drawn  up  the  Report,  to  be  convinced 
of  the  grievous  financial  wrong  so  long  sustained  by  Ireland.  On 
the  common  principles  of  justice,  is  not  restitution  clearly  due  ? 
The  mode  of  reparation,  its  extent  and  time,  must  be  left  to  the 
better  judgment  of  experienced  statesmen  and  financiers.  The 
objections  or  counter-assertions  would  seem  to  be  devised  with- 
out due  consideration  of  the  merits  of  the  case  and  undoubted 
evidence  of  facts. — Believe  me,  my  dear  Sir  Henry,  very  faith- 
fully yours, 

MACEVILLY,  Archbishop  of  Tuam." 
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Letters  of  apology  had  also  been  received  from  the  Protestant 

(ySullivan),  Colonel   I 
Nolan,  li  1 'erne,  Archdeacon 

lahon,  Major  WiUon   <  Major  Hi  u  illiam 

M.»!.  M.  ind  omn. 

The  Most  1  NfAcCoRMACK,  Lord  Bishop  of  Galway, 

projKiscd  the  first  resolution  :— 

we  protest  against  the  injustice  of  which  our  country  hat 

been  for  so  many  yean  the  victim,  through  the  imposition  of 

\cess  of  her  taxable  capacity,  at  shown  by  the 

evidence  submitted  to  the  late  Royal  Commission,  and  declared 

in  the  kc|xm  of  that  most  impartially-constituted  Commissio 

jarts  of  the  I  ngdom  and  the  seveJU 

political  parties  therein  were  all  represented." 

He  said  they  were  all  Irishmen,  and  they  met  without  rcg 
what  their  religious  convictions  might  be  or  what  political  school 

THE  GRIEVANCE   COMMON. 

grievance  .  they  complained  came  home  to  them  all ; 

it  was  no  wonder  that  the  country  had  risen  to  its  feet,  and  the 
earnestness  displayed  by  the  country  in  these  public  meetings  that 
were  held  deserved  success.  The  shoe  pinched  them  all  round. 

fore,  already  one  good  result  had  been  accomplished  by 

these  meetings— unity  and  harmony  had  gone  through  the  country, 

which  had  not  been  heard  before  for  many  generations.   Altogether 

em,  indeed,  as  if  the  dove  had  once  more  gone  forth 

•ranch  and  taken  wing  over  the  troubled  waters  of 

agitation.  The  excessive  taxation  of  Ireland  culminated  in 
figures  more  than  one  hundred  millions  sterling.  By  the  Act  of 
Union  this  country,  by  common  agreement  of  the  parties  con- 
cerned, was  to  be  handicapped  with  taxation  according  to  its 
ascertained  capacity,  but  this  Royal  Commission  had  discovered 
that  our  poor  country  had  been  overweighted. 

A  CAUSE   OF   POVERTY. 

It  was  no  wonder,  in  these  circumstances,  that  our  unhappy 
country  had  slackened  its  pace  on  the  road  of  progress ;  no  won- 
der that  it  had  taken  the  backward  place  it  had  in  the  race  of 
commercial  prospei  re  was  one,  at  least,  contributing  cause 

to   its  well-known   poverty.     Tl  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

admitted  in  one  of  his  speeches  that,  indeed,  English  interference 
industry  was  the  cause  of  her  poverty.  Of  course,  he 
pointed  to  interference  with  our  woollen  indu.strics  ;  but  that  was 
a  cause,  not  the  sole  cause.  Here  was  another  contributing 
cause,  and,  perhaps,  the  most  predominant — the  excessive  taxation 

L 
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of  the  country.      I      j  met,  therefore,  to  protest  against  th. 
petuation  of  th  .1  things.     They  claimed  th<  u-nts 

and  exemptions  that  were  covenanted  for  in  the  Ad  of  I 
itself,  and  they  demanded  that  the  British  ('.ovmiment  should 
take  this  case  into  serious  consideration.     He  would  go  a 
further,  and  claim  restitution. 

RESTITUTION. 

Let  restitution  be  paraphrased  into  a  Parliamentary  grant  for  the 
better  development  of  the  resources  and  the  indust:  '.mil. 

They  should  all  be  glad  if  the  Government  retreated  with  honour. 
Let  them  make  a  grant  for  the  resources  he  referred  to,  which 
\jf>u\d  stimulate  trade  in  the  country,  and  revive  those  indu 
we  were  robbed  of  some  hundred  years  ago,  and  give  employment 
for  the  waste  labour  of  the  country.  For,  in  his  opinion,  the  most 
crying  want  of  the  country  was  having  nothing  to  do — no  field  for 
the  unemployed  people.  Let  the  Government  create  a  field  of 
employment  for  the  people,  and  thus  stem  the  unhappy  tide  of 
emigration  which  was  bleeding  the  country  of  its  best  blood.  The 
country  required  to  be  drained,  and  parts  of  the  country  needed 
to  be  re-afforested,  for  the  mountain  slopes  and  suitable  lowlands 
might  well  be  taken  in  and  planted  by  the  Government.  But 
while  we  were  waiting  for  the  development,  let  them  give  us  as  an 
immediate  source  of  relief,  the  extension  to  Ireland  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Rating  Bill  that  had  been  passed  in  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament. 

MR.  BALFOUR'S  SPEECH. 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said,  granted  that  there 
excessive  taxation,  was  there  not  excessive  expenditure 
He  spoke  of  one  portion  of  the  Commission  as  blinded  by 
prejudice.  He  was  alluding  no  doubt  to  our  countrymen,  men 
of  the  class  of  The  O'Conor  Don,  of  whom  they  were  all  proud, 
and  men  of  the  class  of  Mr.  Sexton,  whose  superior,  perhap 
not  in  the  House  of  Commons.  That  unjust  verdict  of  Mr. 
Balfour's  reminded  him  of  a  juryman  of  whom  he  heard  some 
time  ago,  sworn  to  try  a  criminal  case.  He  had  made  up  his 
mind  for  some  reason  to  oppose  a  conviction,  and  it  was  remarked 
that  he  paid  no  heed  to  the  evidence.  There  were  eleven  other  God- 
fearing men  who  paid  becoming  attention  to  the  evidence,  and 
without  difficulty  agreed  to  bring  in  a  verdict  of  conviction,  but 
No.  i  put  down  his  feet  and  put  his  back  to  the  wall,  and  yield 
he  would  not,  not  even  an  inch,  so  there  was  a  disagreement,  and 
it  was  announced  iu  court.  But  what  does  No.  i  ?  He  auda- 
ciously addiessed  the  court  and  said,  "  Eleven  more  unreasonable 
men  it  has  never  been  my  fortune  to  meet."  That  was  exactly 
the  position  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  The  eleven 


s  who  brought  in  that  report  were  the  most  stupid  block- 
heads he  ever  heard    of.     We  stand  report  as   the 

d  by  their  high  intelligence  to  bring 

in  t h  it  report,  and  it  was  a  report  which  stated  the  case  of  Ireland 
wit) 

.HAN  BELLEW  (Unionist),  in  seconding  the 
resolution,  said  that  in  roost  of  these  meetings  that  had  been  held 
in  Ireland,  speakers  had  stood  up  and  announced  that  they  came 
as  Irishmen  fust,  and  politicians  only  in  the  second 
dflgn  1  say  that  he  came  there  as  an  Irishman  first, 

and  an  Imperialist  in  the  second  place. 

THE  "TIMES"  ARGUMENT. 

They  were  not  met   to   discuss   whiskey  and  tobacco, 
talk  of  robbery  and  plunder ;  if  those  expression!  were  w. 

•  go  over  to  England  to  find  them,  and  they  would  find 

in  the  Hints,  and  the  mouths  of  English  statesmen  who 

opposed  them.    They  put  forward  these  claims  on  our  behalf,  and 

^avc  themselves  trouble  to  repudiate  statements  which 

we  did  not  make.    They  might  roughly  divide  the  Commissioners 

who  sent  in  this  report  into  two  parties — the  twelve  "  who  did  " 

ami  the  one  who  could  not.     Sir  Thomas  Sutherland  began  by 

acknowledging  that  the  evidence  he  heard  and  the  arguments  he 

d  to  enable  him  to  come  to  any  conclusion  on  this 

:md  he  slid  away  on  a  side  issue  of  whiskey,  and  a 

good  many  Englishmen  had  followed  him 

MR.    BALFOUR   AND  TUB   REPORT. 

he  speaker)  could  only  hope  that  when  Mr.  Balfour  had  read 
i>ort,  and  had  found  out  what  we  were  asking  for,  he 

would  alter  the  opinion  which  he  had  already  formed  He  talked 
about  this  report  as  some  new  discovery.  It  might  be  new  to 
him,  an  1  m,  .but  it  was  not  new  to  them — they  had 

known  it  from  their  birth,  and  their  fathers  knew  it  before  them. 

AN  OLD  QUESTION. 

The  Mountbellew  Board  of  Guardians,  forty  yean  ago  had  passed 
a  resolution,  which  had  received  the  full  approval  of  Lord  Clon- 
brock's  father,  it  was :— "  We  feel  that  unless  some  considerable 
modifications  be  made  in  these  Treasury  exactions  that  there  is 
no  hope  for  a  return  of  prosperity,  nor  for  the  regeneration  of 
Ireland.'1  The  demands  of  Ireland  were  not  so  very  extravagant 
as  some  people  would  make  them  out  What  they  asked  was  a 
chance  to  go  ahead,  and  if  the  Irish  people  got  that  chance,  they 
would  go  ahead  at  a  rate  that  would  surprise  friend  and 
foe.  If  Irishmen  were  indolent,  it  was  because  they  had  nothing 
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to  do,  and  if  they  were  improvident,  it  was  because  they  had 
nothing  \ 

The  resolution  was  carried. 

Mr.  HENRY  HODGSON,  J.P.,  proposed  :— 

"That  we  call  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  by  the  re-adjustment  of  taxation  and 
beneficial  expenditure,  to  remove  the  injustice  at  present  inflicted 
upon  this  country." 

Mr.  DAVID  SHEEHY,  M.P.,  in  seconding  the  resolution,  said  it 
was  now  the  duty  of  the  Government,  when  they  w 
acquainted  with  the  grievances  of  Ireland,  to  find  a  remedy  and 
submit  it  to  Parliament,  and  until  they  had  the  attitude  of  the 
Government  revealed  to  them  they  were  not  at  liberty  to  say  how 
far  their  demands  might  go. 

THE   AGRICULTURAL   RATING    ACT. 

As  member  for  an  agricultural  constituency  he  should  be  glad  to 
give  the  most  careful  consideration,  and  as  far  as  was  right  for  him, 
to  support  any  Bill  brought  forward  if  adequate  and  sufficient  for 
the  relief  of  the  [agricultural  rates  of  the  country  ;  but  he  might 
point  out  that  an  Agricultural  Rating  Bill  was  due  to  them  in 
Ireland  as  a  complement  to  the  legislation  of  last  Session,  when  an 
Agricultural  Rating  Bill  was  passed  for  Scotland  and  another  for 
England  and  Wales.  It  was  in  consequence  of  a  successful 
financial  year  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  enabled 
to  make  this  concession  as  a  kind  of  rebate  for  the  excessive  taxa- 
tion imposed  on  the  three  countries,  and  it  had  no  relation  to  the 
subject  for  which  they  were  gathered  to-day.  That  subject  was  a 
wider  and  deeper  subject,  and  if  there  be  any  line  on  which  this 
question  of  the  relief  of  Rates  Bill  was  to  be  considered  it  was  this, 
and  this  only  :  that  instead  of  ;£  180,000  which  was,  he  assumed, 
ear-marked  for  that  purpose  to  be  given  to  Ireland,  it  should  be 
nearer  to  a  million  if  they  calculated  how  grossly  and  excessively 
we  were  taxed  in  that  year  that  produced  that  surplus  revenue  for 
Great  Britain.  And  further,  an  Agricultural  Rates  Bill  could  not 
affect  many  other  claims  pressing  for  redress  from  Ireland. 

EDUCATION  AND  LOCAL  TAXATION 

On  the  Education  Question  there  seemed  an  opening  for  a  back 
flow  of  money  that  went  out  from  Ireland  for  years  past.  Then 
they  had  many  local  bodies  deeply  involved  in  debts  to  the 
Treasury,  and  they  might  claim  that  those  debts  should  be  blotted 
out  with  the  sum  due  to  them  as  rebate  for  the  over-taxation 
revealed  in  this  Report.  If  they  wanted  to  be  successful  as  agita- 
tors on  this  question  they  must  be  up  and  active,  and  above  all 


s  be  earnest.    The  par*.  h  he  belonged  would  oof  be 

negligent  of  the  duties  imposed  on  them,  tod  be  hoped  they  would 
be  bft<  and. 

;i  was  earned  unanimously. 

"  is  (Unionist)  proposed  :  — 

-'  Hut  n<>  re  adjustment  of  future  taxation  will  fully  redress  the 
ial  grievance  of  Ireland  if  restitution  be  not  made  to  her  for 
the  taxation  1>  >  posed  upon  her." 

said  the  circumstances  of  Ireland  and  England  disclosed  one 

long  record  of  financial  wrongs  to  Ireland,  culminating  in  the 

nsc  injustice  of  1853.      Innumerable  taxes  affecting  only 

England  were  abolished  to  foster  and  forward  her  commercial 

interests,  while  taxes  were  put  on  properties  and  comnv 

i  especially  injured  Ireland.  With  annually  increasing  taxa- 
tion and  an  annually  decreasing  population  and  resources,  Ireland 
was  reaching  a  state  verging  on  almost  universal  bankruptcy.  The 
ry  would  soon  be  one  large  workhouse.  Slowly  in  the  past 
history  of  Ireland  commercial  freedom  was  won,  slowly  in  the  past 
histor  ,  was  won,  and  Ireland  had  yet  to  win 

financial  justice.    It  behoved  Unionists  especially  to  take  their 
s  and   see    that   Ireland  received   justice   in   this 
one  would  deny  that  Ireland  had  suffered  some 
;  from  the  Act  of  Union.     Ijct  them  at  least  see  that 
ill  their  financial  rights  und  .•_•  conclu- 

xperts  who  formed  this  Commission  to  be  set  aside 
by  pedants,  amateurs,  or  sophists?      The  Report  must  be  met 
i :  would  not  do  to  encounter  it  with  cries  of 

i  mi  Daly. 

>.L.  (Unionist),  seconded  the  resolu- 
tion. 

!'.,  who  supported  the  resolution,  asserted 

that  there  had  not  been  any  serious  attempt  made  to  controvert 
the  facts  or  the  figures  disclosed  during  the  course  of  the 
ry  before  the    Commission.       And   these  (acts   had  been 
elicited  from  officials  who  could  not  be  charged  with  sympathy 
for  Ireland  as  against  England. 
The  resolution  was  carried. 

R.  J.  Kn  i  v,  B.L-,  moved— "That  while  we  do  not  feel 
called  upon  to  suggest  any  detailed  scheme  by  which  su 
tion  should  be  made,  we  consider  that  justice  requires  that  the 
benefits  of  the  Agricultural  Rating  Act  of  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment should  be  extended  to  Ireland,  and  that  half  her  local  rates 
should  tx:  provided  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer." 

Mr.  CHARLES  D.  O'RounKE,  J.P.,  seconded  the  motion,  which 
was  put  and  carried. 

Mr.  CHARLES  NUGENT,  Foreman  of  the  Grand  Jury,  having 


in  i:u  r. 


nooi 
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been  moved  into  the  second  chair,  a  vote  of  :  s.  on  the 

motion  01  iiam   I >.Uy,  seconded  by  Mr  L< 

Lord  Clonbrock  for  presiding. 

Lordship  acknowledged  the  vote,  and  the  proceeding 
minated. 


MEATH  COUNTY 

Tin:  County  meeting  for  Meath  was  held  in  Navan,  on 
iry  i6th.  It  assembled  in  response  to  the  invitation 
of  Simon  Mangan,  Esq.,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the 
County,  who  acted  on  receipt  of  a  representative  requisition. 
The  meeting  was  most  significantly  composed,  the  in- 
fluential Unionists  of  the  County  being  present  in  : 
numbers. 

Amongst  those  present  were — 

J.  Gibney,  M.P.  ;  Sir  John  Dillon,  Bart.,  Lismullcn  ;  Francis 
Sheridan,  J.P.,  C.P.L.G.,  Navan;  Peter  Austin,  J.P.,  Beauparc; 
R.  H.  Mct-c,  J.P.,  Navan;  John  Wilkinson,  J.P.,  Dun 
Joseph  Lowry,  Bachelor's  Lodge,  Navan  ;  Thomas  Dwyer,  Beau- 
pare  ;  John  Sweetman,  Drumbaragh,  Kells ;  John  P.  Hanley, 
Knockboyne;  Thomas  Leonard,  Warrentown,  Dunsany;  Mark 
Delany,  J.P.,  Dunmore  House,  Navan  ;  William  M'Grath,  Navan; 
John  M'Entee,  Drumree ;  John  Clarke,  Possextown ;  Canon 
ie,  Navan;  Patrick  Farrelly,  Boynagh ;  Michael  Sheridan, 
Phcenixtown;  Patrick  M'Dermott,  P. L.G.,  Nobber,  Kells;  Major 
Everard,  D.L.,  Randlestotvn  ;  Dr.  Phillips,  Wilkinstown ;  P.  J. 
Dunne,  Carolstown,  Trim;  Robert  Fowler,  Rowinstown,  Enfield; 
Ch.  M'Cormick,  Ellextown,  J.P. ;  R.  J.  Butler,  Staffords- 
town  ;  George  F.  Gradwell,  Knockbech  ;  C.  W.  Osborne,  Ros- 
naree ;  James  O'C.  Murphy,  J.P.,  Breemount  House;  OH 
Shannon,  J.P.,  Spring  Valley ;  Laurence  Rowan,  P.L.G.  ;  Edward 
Roundtree,  J.P.,  Mais,  Ballieborough ;  T.  H.  D.  O'Reilly, 
Captain,  Ratholdren  Castle ;  J.  N.  G.  Pollock,  Mcmntainstown, 
Navan  ;  Patrick  Leonard,  J.P.  ;  George  F.  Murphy,  The  Grange, 
.my  ;  Hugh  J.  Cullen,  J.P.,  Liscarton  ;  James  J.  Masterson, 
1.1'.,  Curraghtown,  Moynalty ;  William  P.  Smith,  Navan;  John 
Spicer,  C.T.C.,  Navan  ;  Edward  Bailey,  P.L.G.,  Trim  ;  S.  Shirley 
Ball,  Geraldstown,  Navan  ;  Charles  F.  Murray,  M.D.,  Glenlyon, 
Beauparc;  Lattin  Thunder,  J.I'.,  Kingston  Lodge,  Navan  ;  Philip 
Brady,  J.P.,  Beltown,  Kells;  J.  Martin,  P.L.G.,  J.P.,  Kilmessan  ; 
G.  Villiers  Briscoe,  Bellinter,  Navan;  R.  H.  Fowler,  Boyne  Hill, 
Navan;  G.  A.  Tisdall,  P.L.G.,  Rataine,  Navan;  R.  Chandler, 
Robinstown,  Navan;  A.  Rcilly,  Bective;  Farrell  Tully,  C.T.C., 
P.L.G.,  J.P.,  Kells ;  P.  F.  Maguire,  T.C,  Kells ;  John  Ffolliott, 


inly    M 

James  Smith,  T.C,  Kell* 
;  James  <  ,  Roooey, 

1  !•  Mian  Bank,   N 

' 
Kilbum  C.,  Navar: 

fi  Roarke,  Nicholas  Br 

John   Kolcy,  CannUtown  . 


irray,  George  Boylan,  Rev.  Michael 

;  Rev.  Christopher  .N 
•lary,  Navan  ;  Patrick  l'.L.G.,  Navan  ;  John  Daly, 


Dool  .,  Navan  ;  Rev.  Christ. 


T.C.,  Navan;  C.  Curry,  Navan, 
The  lie  saw  around  him  all  shades  of  politics, 

the  independent  and  determined  Liberal, 
cy  would  respect  every  man's  jx> 
hey  would  use  no  harsh  or  unkind  words  towards  their  op- 

oxARi),  hon.  secretary,  then  read  letters  of 
apology  ft.:  <  ndancc, 

Los  ORD  (Un  rote  :— "  I  regret  that  a  previous 

engagement  will  pr  :>eing  able  to  attend  the  meeting  con- 

vened by  you  t  ;        juitc  right  that  the  C 

Meath  should  take  part  in  the  present  revival,  and  put  pressi:  • 
the  Government   to   remove  an   injustice,  if  such  an  injustice 

COLONF.I    ihs:Y   S.  JoHNSTOM  (Unioi  rling,   Cloncc, 

wrote  :~  to  your  circular  a^  to  attend  a  rm 

to  consider  ihe  Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Commit 
beg  to  say  that  as  1  do  not  know  what  resolutions  are  to  be  placed 
before  th<  ink  it  hcttcr  to  write  to  say  that  I  fully 

agree  with  the  necessity  of  urging  the  Government  to  give  this 
important   question  every  consideration  as  soon  as  I1. 

«l  to  redress  our  grievance  if  fairly  proved  ;  also  to  urge 
them  to  caper  country  some  portion  of  the  taxes  which 

we  are  no  doubt  paying  towards  a  large  expenditure  in  G< 
mem  England,  and  from  which  we  in  Ireland  derm-  no 

benefit  whate\ 

:ers  expressing  approval  of  the  meeting  were  also  read  from 

icsPepjxrr.  Mr.  J.  L.  Napcr. 

R.   Ballet  Philip  Gasu  MP,    Mr. 

Jose  ryan  MacCabe,    V  rrcll,  and 

others. 

MAJOR  EVKRARP,  D.L.  (Unionist),  proposed  : — 

uit  this  meeting  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  County  Meath  is 
f  opinion  uty  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 

ment to  consider  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  the  very  important 
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rs  disclosed  in  the  Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Com- 
mission, with  a  view  to  immediate  legislation,  which  should  deal 
justly  and  liberally  with  the  case  of  Ireland  for  the  future,  and 
make  amends  as  far  as  possible  for  the  errors  of  the 

He  said  they  called  on  their  representatives  to  press  on  Parliament, 
.ison  and  out  of  season,  the  n«  this 

matter  of  the  Report  of  the    Financial  Relations  Commission, 
which  was  of  vital  importance  to  this  country,  and  also  i 

way  taking  separate  action,  but  to  oppose  a  united  front  to 
whatever  party,  or  combination  of  parties,  they  might  have  to 

THE  COMMISSION. 

The  Commission,  appointed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  in 
quire  into  the  financial  relations  between  the  two  countries,  had 
come  to  a  general  agreement  on  certain  important  points.  lie 
need  not  read  these  points  of  agreement,  for  they  were  all  familiar 
with  them,  as  they  had  been  burned  into  the  soul  of  every  Irish- 
man who  was  worthy  of  the  name.  But  they  had  confidence  that 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  represented  all  that  was  best  of 
the  British  people,  would  in  that  spirit  of  fair  play  which 
always  characterised  that  nation,  give  them  a  fair  hearing,  and  if 
this  Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Commission  was  proved  to 
be  well  founded  he  had  no  doubt  the  Legislature  would  repair  the 
injury  which  had  been  done  to  this  country.  They  took  their 
stand  as  Unionists  or  as  Nationalists  upon  the  Act  of  Union. 
They  asked  had  the  provisions  of  that  Act  been  honestly  carried 
out.  The  Commision  which  had  now  reported  was  appointed  by 
Mr.  Gladstone,  and  was  the  legitimate  successor  to  the  Committee 
appointed  by  Mr.  Goschen.  It  was  quite  clear  that  a  Commission 
of  inquiry  was  necessary  if  they  considered  what  the  com- 
parative proportion  between  the  two  countries  had  been  sin< 
Union,  and  since  the  amalgamation  of  their  respective  exchequers. 

ENGLAND   AND    IRELAND — A    CONTRAST. 

England  had  increased  its  population,  within  the  last  fifty  years, 
by  100  per  cent.  In  Ireland  the  population  was  reduced  by  one- 
half.  The  taxable  wealth  of  Ireland  had  been  reduced  to  fifteen 
millions.  The  taxable  wealth  of  England  had  increased  to  one 
thousand  and  ninety-two  millions.  To  what  cause  could  be 
attributed  this  startling  contrast  ?  To  his  mind,  and  that  of  any 
man  wno  thought  out  the  situation,  there  could  be  but  one 
answer,  and  that  was  their  fiscal  policy.  Free  trade  polk  \ 
responsible  for  all  their  ills,  it  was  responsible  for  that  internecine 
struggle  which  had  exhausted  this  country,  and  was  commonly 
known  as  the  land  war.  Ireland  had  no  manufactures,  and  why  ? 
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thed  and  neglected  by  the  jealousy  of  their  English 


THE  i  URAL   RATES   ACT. 

As  if  to  emphasise  the  difference  in  treatment  between  England 
and  Ireland  financially,  they  had  the  Agricultural  Rates  Act  of 
last  Session,  by  which,  as  they  were  aware,  the  English  farmers 
obtaining  a  refund  of  one  half  their  local  races  corresponding 
with  our  poor  rates  and  county  cess,  and  the  Scotch  farmers  were 
obtaining  five-eighths  of  the  local  rates  from  the  tame  source—the 
common  purse  to  which  the  people  of  this  country  contribute. 
Ireland  was  left  out  in  the  col  l  aid  was  entitled  to  ,£800,000 
a  year  if  they  were  to  have  equal  treatment,  and  if  they  were  not 
to  be  considered  a  -separate  «  us  charge  of  treating  Ireland 

as  a  separate  entity  when  it  suits  the  purpose  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  found  no  answer.  Sophistry  could  supply  no 
answer  to  that  charge. 

THE   ACT  Or   UWIOH. 

They  did  not  suggest  differential  treatment  in  taxation.  They 
admitted  that  there  must  be  difficulties  in  the  way  of  separate 
customs,  and  so  forth  They  had  no  desire  so  to  cheapen  whiskey 
as  to  increase  the  evils  of  drunkenness  ;  but  although  th< 
presentatives  were  entitled  to  demand  the  exemptions  and 
abatements  from  taxation,  which  the  Act  of  Union  entitled  them 
.  <-t  they  would  be  willing,  and  that  meeting  would  be 
willing,  to  accept  compensation  in  another  form.  They  wished 
to  see  beneficial  expenditures  undertaken  to  revive  their 
lost  trades  and  industries.  They  wanted  to  see  a  substantial 
vote  of  money—  it  was  their  own  money—  to  promote  the 
development  of  their  agricultural  industries.  They  wanted  to 
thoroughly  realise  what  it  meant  to  enjoy  union  with  the  richest 
country  in  the  world.  The  people  would  now  look  for  deeds,  not 
' 


KTGEj.P.,.  x  M.I'.,  seconded  the  resolution,  and  said 
lie  great  desire  of  his  life  was  to  see  the  people  of  Ireland  united, 
and  it  was,  therefore,  roost  gratifying  to  him  to  see  his  fellow- 
countrymen  acting  with  such  cordial  unanimity  on  this  question. 
The  best  argument  a  Unionist  could  use  indeed  was  to  show,  and 
if  possible  prove,  that  when  a  just  claim  was  put  forward  justice 
would  be  extended  to  this  country  by  Great  Britain,  and  that 
when  a  dear  case  was  made  out  they  would  take  the  part  of 
Ireland  The  members  of  the  Commission  had  ably  and  con- 
scientiously discharged  their  duties.  It  was,  he  believed. 
Thomas  Sexton,  one  of  the  ablest  of  them,  who  laid  down  the 
proposition  that,  before  regarding  the  taxable  capacity  of  the 
people,  we  should  allow  them  enough  to  exist  on. 
resolution  was  adopted. 
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R.  H.  FOWLER,  D.L.  (Unionist),  moved  :— 

"That  we  urge  upon  the  Irish  members  of  Parliament  th< 
portance  of  united  action  on  this  vital  sub 

He  was  glad  to  see  that  Ireland  wa  illy  taking  up  this 

question  and  forcing  it  upon  public  attention. 

IRELAND    A   SEPARATE   ENTITY. 

Ireland   was  in   every  respect  a  separate  entity,  and    thi 
especially  the  case  in  regard  to  the  Agricultural  R;i  Hi- 

thought  Irish  members  should  have  vigorously  protested  as: 
the  passing  of  such  a  bill,  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  they 
too  busy  squabbling  amongst  themselves  to  find  time  to  look 
the  interests  of  their  constituents. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'CoNNELL  MURPHY,  in  seconding  the  resolution, 
said  it  had  been  the  wish  of  his  heart  since  his  childhood  to  see 
the  people  of  Ireland  united,  especially  the  people  of  the  Royal 
county. 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 

Mr.  GIBNEY,  M.P.,  proposed  :— 

"  That  copies  of  the  foregoing  resolutions  be  sent  \ccl- 

lency  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  the  Members 
representing  the  County." 

Mr.  Fowler  had  complained  of  the  attitude  of  the  Irish  members 
towards  the  Agricultural  Rating  Bill,  but  he  might  assure  him 
that  the  Irish  members  opposed  the  passing  of  the  Bill  tooth  and 
nail.  They  were  voted  down  by  brute  majorities,  and  their  argu- 
ments were  not  listened  to. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  SHERIDAN,  J.P.,  C.T.C.,  seconded  the  resolution, 
which  was  adopted. 

Mr.  SWEETMAN,  proposed: — 

"  That  our  chairman  and  the  proposers  and  seconders  of  the 
resolutions  at  this  meeting  be  appointed  a  committee,  with  power  to 
add  to  their  number,  to  represent  this  county  in  forming  an  organisa- 
tion for  the  whole  of  Ireland  to  carry  on  our  demand  for  the 
redress  of  our  grievances  with  regard  to  our  financial  relations  with 
England." 

SIR  JOHN  DILLON  (Unionist),  seconded  the  resolution,  whirh 
was  adopted. 

On  the  motion  of  Colonel  Donaldson,  a  vote  of  thanks  was 
passed  to  Mr.  Mangan  for  presiding,  and  the  meeting  terminated. 
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KERRY    COUNTY. 

people  of  County  Kerry  assembled  in  represent 

mons  of  the  L<-:  .t  of  the 

-t  Honourable  the  Earl  of  Ken  man 
organised  by  Ct 

had  been  presented  to  Lord  Ken  marc.  The  meeting 
was  held  at  the  Courthouse,  Tralee,  on  the  i6th  January. 
Lord  Ken  mare  presided. 

>se  present  were—  The  Ri,  •!  Ventry, 

is  H.  Grattan  Esmond* 

:  of  Kerry),  Messrs, 

Thomas  Lyons  (Chairman  of  Tralee  Town  Commissioners), 
Cros!  Arthur  Herbert,  J.P.  ;  E.  Harrington,  F.  O'Solg. 

-  Kcl!  '-gan,T.( 

1     I,eahy,  R.  Killer,  I  x*lie, 

Marshall, 
Uewson, 

lives, 
M  I  '.  Slattcry,  T.C  mcl  Rowan, 

!v.    |.i  olles  Sandcs,  St.  John 


;  D.  (yConnell,  D.L. 

U.  Calvin,  J.P.  ;  J.  Roche,  J.I'.;  M.  Leonard, 
I.  Leon  owen,  solicito 

I.  W.  I  ;  George  Stack,  A. 

iickson,  J.P.;  G.  O'Kcefle,  T.C.;  M.  Crowley,    1 

Hurley,  J.P.  ;    R.  Cusscn.  ^gan, 

March,  J.P.,  &c. 

MKMAN,  who  was  received  with  applause,  said  he  had 
called  that  met  the  purpose  of  considering  the  Report  of 

the  Financial  Relations  Commission,  in  consequence  •• 
lions,  very  numerously  and  very  influentially  signed,  which  had 
been  presented  to  him.  He  would  not  say  more  than  to  urge 
moderation  in  dealing  with  a  subject  of  such  gravity,  on  which 
there  was  such  difference  of  opinion,  and  which  in  a  few  days 
would  occupy  the  attention  of  Par 

motion  o(  !'.,  seconded  i  ons, 

of  Town  Commissioners,  Captain  Mliillic:: 
was  appointed  hon.  secretary  to  the  meeting. 

GILLJCUDDY  said  he  had  received  the  following 
letter  fiom  Mr.  Thomas  Sexton  :— 

"  ao  North  Frederick  Street! 

"Dublin,  1  4th  Jan..  1897. 

"  DEAR  SIR,—  To  my  great  regret  I  cannot  avail  myself  of  the 
with  which  you  have  honoured  me  to  attend  the  county 
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meeting  convened  by  the  Lieutenant  to  consider  the   In 

i  land.  I  hope  that  my  share,  to  which  y. 
kindly,  in  the  work  of  the  late  Commission  n. 
least  for  the  present  time,  as  the  best  contribution  in  my  power 
to  offer  towards  the  elucidation  of  this  greatest  of  practical  ques- 
tions. Unfortunately,  the  complexity  of  the  subject  has  hitherto 
had  the  effect  of  disguising  the  true  issues.  And  the  effect  of  this 
complexity  has  been  made  use  of  to  prevent  the  people  of  this 
country  from  accurately  appraising  the  value  of  the  interests  at 
stake.  We  now  have  good  cause  to  hope  that  the  li^lit  diffused 
by  means  of  the  late  inquiry  may  be  found  sufficiently  cl< 
secure  a  general  understanding  of  the  fiscal  case  of  Ireland,  and 
that  the  alliance  which  we  witness  of  all  classes  and  \\ 
the  country  combined  in  pressing  on  the  claim  for  justice  may  be 
strong  enough  to  press  it  to  success,  sweeping  aside  the  soph 
impertinences,  and  jibes  by  which  the  advance  is  sought  to  be 
obstructed.  For  your  generous  offer  of  hospitality  and  personal 
attention  I  am,  indeed,  sincerely  grateful,  and  for  your  equally 
generous  assurance  that  my  former  connection  with  Kerry,  as  one 
of  its  representatives  in  Parliament,  is  remembered  in  such  a 
friendly  spirit.  During  that  connection  my  relations  with  all 
classes  of  the  community  were  so  amicable  that  to  recollect  them 
now  is  to  me  a  genuine  pleasure ;  and  my  one  regret  in  regard  to 
that  period  of  my  life  is  that  circumstances  permitted  me  to 
accomplish  little  for  those  who  merited  much  from  me,  and  whom 
I  heartily  wished  to  benefit.  In  hands  so  energetic  and  capable 
as  yours  I  am  confident  that  the  county  meeting  will  prove  an 
unqualified  success. — Believe  me  to  remain,  faithfully  yours, 

"THOMAS  SEXTON." 

The  following  letter  was  received  by  Lord  Kenmare  from  Mr. 
Talbot  Crosbie,  D.L.— 

"Ardfert  Abbey, 

"  Ardfert,  January  i5th,  1897. 

"  MY  DEAR  KENMARE, — I  am  happy  to  hear  that  you  will  pr 
at  the  proposed  County  meeting  to  consider  the  Financial  Rela- 
tions between  this  country  and  Great  Britain,  and  as  I  am  one  of 
those  who  have  signed  the  requisition,  and  am  unable  to  attend  the 
meeting,  will  you  allow  me  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject. 
Without  going  into  the  complicated  details  of  the  Commissio 
Report,  or  attempting  to  define  the  application  of  the  propoi 
of  revenue  arising  out  of  direct  and  indirect  taxation  as  it  affects 
the  question,  I  may  state  that  it  is  admitted  by  all  parties  that  it 
was  agreed  by  the  Act  of  Union  that  Ireland  should  have  special 
'exemptions    and    abatements.'       Accordingly,    when    Mr.    1'itt 
brought   in  his  Income  Tax  he   faithfully    recognised  this  and 
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md  from  its  operation.    Also,  when  Sir  Robert  Peel 

iuccd  his  Income  Tax  carlv  in  the  forties,  in  connection  with 

he  fiscal  system,  he  five  the  tame  reasons  for  not 

extending  and,  and  it  was  not  until  M 

in  1853,  only  a  few  years  after  the  great  famine,  that  the  engage* 

ne  adhered  to  since  the  Union  by  Mr.  Pitt  and 

<>bert  Peel  was  broken,  and  the  Income  Tax  was  for  the  first 

ided  to  Ireland.     Of  course  it  is  quite  possible  that  a 

sufficient  answer  may  be  given  to  this,  but  I  think  it  will  be 

these  facts,  followed  as  they  nave  been  bv  the 

rt  of  the  Royal  Commission,  give  Ireland  a  just  claim  to 

:t  the  case  to  the  wisdom  of  Parliament.    Allow  me  to  say, 

in  conclusion,  as  a  firm  Unionist,  apart  from  the  claims  of  party 

lass  considerations,  that  so  far  from  a  (air  consideration  of 

this  sul.j  :ng  Home  Rule,  I  consider,  on  the  contrary, 

th.a  the  Union  can  only  be  surely  maintained  in  so  far  as  it  rests 

on  the  sound  basis  of  justice  and  the  welfare  of  Ireland.     F< 

confident  that  under  your  presidency  the  meeting  will  be  guided 

by  wisdom  and  moderation,  and  be  brought  to  a  successful  issue* 

—I  remain,  yours  sincerely, 

HOT  CROSBIE." 

crs  of  apology  were  also  received  from — 

Very  Rev.  Archdeacon  O'Leary,  Castlcisland ;  Captain  Leslie, 
Tarbert  Houst  I  >.  Rice,  Major  Hewson  Towsend 

Trcn.  hn  Colorab,  M.P. ;  Mr.  Nolan,  Chairman  of  the 

Ustowel  Board  of  Guardians ;  Mr.  Francis  Crcagh,  Chairman  of 
istowei  Town  Commissioners;  Mr.  Robert  M'Cowen,  Mr. 
James  Roc  : .  Ross  O'Connell,  &c, 

LORD  VENTRY  proposed  the  first  resolution  as  follows  :— 

"V  appears  from  the  Report  of  Her  Majesty's  Cor 

sion  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  financial  relations  between 
1  reland,  that  in  the  opinion  of  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  Commissioners  Ireland  has  been  and  is  still 
unjustly  treated  in  the  increase  of  taxation  imposed  upon  her,  be 
it  resolved  that  we,  representing  the  ratepayers  of  the  County  of 
Kerry  at  this  meeting,  call  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  on 
the  assembing  of  Parliament  in  the  present  Session  to  give  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  their  earnest  attention,  » 

ucdiate  relief  of  Ireland  in  respect  of  any  excessive 
taxation  that  may  be  proved  after  full  examination  to  exist." 

He  said  he  could  assure  them  that  he  felt  a  heavy  respons 
had  been  placed  on  his  shoulders  in  having  to  propose  t 

but  he  had  one  qualification  at  all  events  for  the  position  he 
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was  placed  in,  and  that  was  that  his  attitude  towards  the  qu< 
was  very  much  that  of  the  resolution. 

MOK! 

He  was  in  the  position  of  one  who  wanted  more  light  on   the 
subject  before  he  could  come  to  a  conclusion  upon  it.     'Who 
where  doctors  disagree  ?"  was  an  expression  which, 
in  his  opinion,  they  might  apply  to  the  discussion  of  this  question  ; 
but  there  were  general  elements  which  they  could  all  apprc* 
They  could  all  appreciate  that  Ireland  was  a  poor  country 
they  should  admit  that  the  pressure  of  that  taxation  must  neces- 
sarily be  greater  on  the  poorer  country  than  on  the  richer  one. 

THE   WHISKEY  TAX. 

He  would  like  to  say  a  word  about  the  whiskey  question,  whirh 
had  been  so  much  spoken  of.     No  matter  what  else  it  wa 
whiskey  trade  was  an  important  one  for  Ireland,  and  as  it 
fact   that   the   number    of  Irish  industries  was    very  limit*  • 
appeared  to  him  that  this  whiskey  trade  had  some  claim  to  special 
consideration.     The  tax  upon  that  commodity  should  come  out  of 
the  profits  of  the  industry,  and  it  did  seem  hard  that  too  large  a 
portion  of  this  profit  should  be  taken  out  of  the  country  and 
applied   to  Imperial  taxation.     He   hoped   a   moderate  attitude 
would  be  maintained  on  this  question.     If  their  case  was  a  strong 
one  there  was  the  less  need  for  using  violent  language. 

SIR  THOMAS  ESMONDE,  M.P.,  seconded  the  resolution.  He 
said  this  movement  having  been  taken  up  quite  as  warmly  by 
Unionists  as  by  Home  Rulers,  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  the  people  of  England  would  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Irish  Unionists  had  gone  to  the  bad,  that  they  were  following  the 
example  of  Irish  Home  Rulers,  and  that  one  was  as  bad  as  the 
other.  But  both  Unionists  and  Home  Rulers  were  alive  to  the 
fact  that  the  only  way  in  which  they  could  succeed  in  obtaining 
what  they  believed  to  be  the  recognition  of  their  just  claims  in  this 
matter  was  by  constant  and  practical  agitation. 

There  was  an  argument  used  against  them  that  the  Irish  people 
could  reduce  their  taxation  by  giving  up  whiskey.  If  the  In>h 
people  liked  to  drink  whiskey,  and  pay  for  it,  they  were  perfectly 
entitled  to  do  so  ;  but  the  idea  seemed  to  be  that  if  they  gave  up 
drinking  whiskey  their  taxation  would  be  reduced.  Exactly  the 
contrary  was  the  fact.  If  all  Ireland  gave  up  drinking  whiskey 
to-morrow,  the  net  loss  to  the  revenue  would  be  comparatively 
small,  and  the  net  gain  of  Ireland  would  not  be  very  great.  l^Qt 
them  consider  what  the  result  of  the  expenditure  in  Ireland  of  this 
two  and  three-quarter  millions  would  be.  It  would  pay  all  their 
poor-rates,  all  their  county-cess,  and,  in  addition,  would  make  a 


very  Urge  hoi  unount  annually  paid  for  income-tax.     In 

one  year  the  amount  of  this  excessive  taxation  would  build  all  the 
libermen  of  Ireland  req  til  the  light  railways 

that  any  be  'and  would  dream  of  asking  for. 

KKINCTON  supported  the  resolution. 
OSBIE,  J.P.,  said  that  he  did  not  propose  to  criticise 
the  Report  of  the  CommWoncn.    Eleven  of  the  Commissioner! 

»tt  unanimous  in  their  Report.     Two  dissented 
David  Barbour,  because  he  was  of  opinion  that  Ireland  could  not 
be  separated  as  a  separate  entity,  and  Sir  Thomas  Sutherland,  who 
treated  the  subject  with  an  amount  of  frivolity  which  mad 
report  unworthy  of  attention.    By  the  ;th  Article  of  the  Union 
is  entitled  to  special  exemptions  and  abatements,  and, 
unless  it  could  be  proved  that  their  demand  was  * 
table  and  unreasonable,  what  they  asked  for  could  not  be 
od. 

they  looked  at  the  situation  in  the 

count:  osition  of  the  landlords,  of  the  tenants,  of  the 

merchants,  and  the  working  class,  they  could  see  that  Ireland  was 
going  backward,  and  not  forward.  Well,  what  was  the  cause  of 
that  «  were  not  over-taxation  ?  If  anything 

was  to  be  done  by  their  representatives  in  remedying  this  griev- 

uld  be  backed  up  by  the  public  opinion  < 
country,  not  this  year,  but  next  year  and  every  year  until  justice 
was  done  to  the  country. 

•MAS  LYONS,  Chairman  of  the  Tralee  Town  Commis- 
sioners, rejoiced  at  the  union  of  the  people  of  the  country  on  this 
on,  and  he  hoped  that  a  union  which  was  proving  so  bene- 
ficial would  be  continued. 
The  resolution  was  passed  unanimoi 

GEORCK  jfert  (Unionist),  proposed 

cond  resolution,  as  follows  : — 

\ye  call  upon  the  Irish  representatives,  irrespective  of 
party,  to  unite  in  impressing  on  the  attention  of  Parliament  the 
nance  of  this  subject  until  it  has  been  finally  settled  on  an 
equitable  basis." 

K  GARRISON. 

He  said  the  unity  of  sometime  contending  parties  now  general  in 
Ireland  and  visible  there  that  day,  was  satisfactory,  not  merely 
because  it  was  good  and  pleasant  in  itself,  but  because  there  was  in 
nited  Ireland  no  element  of  hostility  to  the  sister  country. 
He  saw  how  some  English  papers  had  endeavoured  to  misrepre- 
sent, even  the  serious  pages  of  Fumtk  seem  to  convey  that  what 
they  called  the  loyal  garrison  had  gone  over  to  the  enemy.  But 
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that  was  n«t  SO,      United  Ireland  simply  took  her  resolve  t 
for  fair  play  and  the  keeping  of  a  solemn  contract — fair  play  in 
;on  according  to  IK  y  to  bear  it,  and  the  keeping  of  a 

solemn  contract  made  in  1800,  renewed  in  1817,  .md  acknow- 
ledged in  1853,  even  by  the  voice  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  to  be  binding 
still 

A   BLACK    LIE. 

Now,  one  of  the  red  herrings  which  the  English  Press  was 
trying  to  draw  across  the  scent  was  that  we  were  clamouring  for 
;>  whiskey.  It  was  a  black  lie.  Nobody  had  seriously  pro- 
posed to  set  a  Custom  House  barrier  between  the  islands,  and  we 
knew  that  cheap  whiskey  would  increase  rather  than  diminish  our 
poverty.  But  although  a  large  part  of  our  taxation  flows  out 
upon  a  stream  of  whiskey,  it  did  not  follow  that  redress  could 
only  be  provided  in  the  way  of  reduction  of  the  spirit  duty. 

THE    INCOME   TAX. 

There  was  the  income  tax,  for  example — a  new  tax  which 
for  years  after  its  invention  was  not  applied  to  Ireland,  and 
which  Mr.  Gladstone — the  greatest  financier  of  the  age — limited 
to  seven  years  when  he  imposed  it  upon  us  in  1853.  If  anyone 
retorted  that  that  will  not  help  the  masses,  he  referred  him  to  the 
Bishop's  speech  at  Carlow,  where  he  showed  that  all  classes 
suffering  from  over-taxation,  and  needed  relief.  He  trusted  that 
our  representatives  in  Parliament  would  make  this  question  a 
leading  feature  in  their  argument.  If  the  income  tax  were  re- 
moved, it  would  only  deal  with  the  odd  money  of  their  claim — 
the  three-quarters  of  a  million — and  there  would  still  remain  to  be 
dealt  with  the  two  millions. 

LOCAL  TAXATION. 

Now,  there  was  local  taxation  amounting  to  four  millions  in 
round  numbers.  This  was  so  far  a  necessity  of  existence  that  it 
ought  to  be  first  deducted  in  any  computation  of  the  national 
capacity  to  bear  Imperial  burdens.  A  precedent  had  already 
been  established  for  claiming  State  aid  for  local  charges  in  s« 
respects.  There  was  no  valid  reason  why  this  principle  should 
not  be  extended,  and  a  large  proportion  of  the  County  Cess,  for 
example,  for  lunatic  asylums,  medical  charities,  etc.,  borne  by  the 
State.  In  this  way  one  million  would  go  to  the  relief  of  the 
masses  in  a  very  direct  way.  There  were  two  or  three  other 
directions  in  which  the  help  might  be  granted. 

USEFUL   EXPENDITURE. 

t,   Mr.  Plunkett's  Recess  Committee  Report,  which  was  a 


garuiy  anu  sugitai  lustnesaixl  agriculture 

v.  .  :.>i     .  ..M!-  .i:       :i     ,-,  •-.     ajsj    .:     :      •  •     ;    , 

!»€,    Second,  (or  the  further  endowment  of 
Board,  who  were  always  saying  tha 
have  not  mom  or  that  purpose  for  * 

sary.  r  object  was  . 

class  in  this  country— a  Cat  .  tjcral 

management  would  satisfy  the  just  claims  of  a  very  Urge  number 
•  ;>le.      No  iloubt,  t. 

•  ipened  up.     Lord  Farrar  said  that  grants  would  b« 
demoralising,  but  1  onch)  had  never  heard  that  it  is  dc- 

•),  Dcrrynane,  seconded 

JEREMIAH    ROCHE,    Chairman  of   the  Tralee  Board  of 
lians,  supported  the  resolution,  and    s  A  hen  this 

question  came  to  be  discuss  .lament  it  would  be  a  matter 

of  d  that  the  brilliant  Irishman  who  had  done  so  n 

to  vc  is  question  would  not  be  there.     He  hoped  one  of 

the  first  acts  of  the  executive  co  hey  had  formed  at  that 

ng  would  be  to  call  back  to  the  service  of  the  countr . 

i  was  unanimously  ado 
Co  oni^t),  ex-High  Sheriff  of  the  County, 

proposed  :— 

hat  a  Standing  Rcprt  Committee  be  appointed  to 

confer  with  similar  bodies  in  all  other  Irish  counties,  and  to  keep 
the  subject  alive  until  definite  and  satisfactory  results  are  attained" 

BERT,  Cahimane  (Unionist),  and   Mr.  JAMES 
terviilc,  spoke  in  support  of  the  resolution,  which 
was  unanimously  passed. 

Lord  Vcnin  -een  moved  to  the  second  chair, 

ORD  proposed  a  vote  of  thanks  to  Lord 
.are  for  presiding. 

vKRiNGTOir  seconded  the  motion,  which  was 
cordially  agreed  to. 

LORD  KBNMARE,  who  was  cordially  received,  said  he  had  come 
there  as  a  simple  duty,  and  a  most  pleasing  duty  it  had  been.  He 
congratulated  all  present  on  the  great  success  the  meeting  had 
been.  It  had  gone  off  admirably  in  every  way,  and  was  a  credit 

to  the  cm: 

The  proceedings  then  came  to  a  dose. 
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CLARE     COUNTY. 

ROUS  requests  from  local  governing  bodies  in  Clare  were 
forwarded  to  Lord  Inchiipiin,  t)ie  Lord  1  r  the 

County.     His  Lordship,  however,  declined  to  summon 
on  the  ground  that  the  discussion  of  the  question  before  Parlia- 

met  was  premature.  The  opinion  of  the  County  was  not, 
however,  to  be  thus  prevented  from  manifesting  itself.  Appeal 
was  made  to  Mr.  W.  C.  Reeves,  D.L.,  who  first  called  a  meeting 

md  then  a  general  meeting  for  the 
County  at  En 

WEST  CLARE. 

THE  meeting  for  the  western  division  of  the  County  was  In  M 
on  Saturday,  January  16th,  in  the  Courthouse,  Kilru^h.       Its 
composition  showed  how  fully  Mr.  Reeves,  as  a  Unionist,  reflected 
the  opinion    of    his  fellow  -  Unionists     in    his  action.       The 
meeting  is  described  as  embracing  "  all  shades  of  religious 
political  thought,"  and  an  examination  of  the  list  of  those  pi 
proves  the  accuracy  of  the  description. 

Amongst  those  present  were  : — 

Very  Rev.  Dr.  Sylvester  Malone,  P.P.  and  V.G.,   Kill 
Rev.  Robert  Bennett,  Rector,  Kilmurry  M'Mahon;  Rev.    l»i 
Corbett  Tait,  LL.D.,  the  Manse,  Kilrush;  Rev.  A.  Clancy,  P.P., 
Killimer  and  Knockerra ;  Rev.  Daniel  Garry,   C.C.,    Kil: 
Rev.    P.    Hogan,   C.C.,    Kilrush;    Colonel   Thos.    Lloyd,    .11'. 
Clonderalaw ;  F.  W.  G.  Hickman,  J.P.,  Kilmore ;  Thos.  J.I! 
Solicitor,   Kilrush;     Dr.    J.   F.    Studdert,    Carrigaholt;    J»!m 
Culligan,  J.P.,   Kilrush;  M.    Studdert  Gibson,   Vice-Chairman 
Kildvsart  Union  ;  Luke  O'Brien,  Chairman  Kilrush  Town  Com- 
ioners;  J.  C.  Mahony,  B.M.,  Kilrush;  W.  V.  Reeves,  .1.1',, 
Killimer;  Joseph  Finucane,  T.C.,  Kilrush;  Anthony  O'JJ 
Milltown  M.-dbay;  J.  S.  Carroll,  Kilru>h  ;  J.  T.    1. 
•John    CulKgan,   jun.,    Kilrush;    R.    H.    Borough,    Ci« 

ms,   Kilrush;  James  O'Ryan,  Manager  Provincial   1 
Kilrush;    M.    J.   Carmody,    P.L.G. ;    John   O'Dwyer,   Kih 

_-h,     Doonbeg;     Batt    Hennessy,    Kilkee;    Peter 
L'Estrange  Cummins,   Kilkee;    Thomas    Lloyd,   Clonderalaw; 
Theobald  Taylor,  Cappa;  William  H.  G.  Supple,  do.     I 
Reedy    Morrissy,    C.E.,    Kilmurray    M'Mah..n;  '^an, 

Kilrush  ;  Michael  Mescall,  Chairman  K  ilrtish  I  ioard  of  Guardians ; 
Thomas  Lillis,   J.P.,    Churchtown;    John   O'Donix  11,    Sh;iriii«.n 
;    Hev.   Father  Lynch,   C.C.,    Knockerra;  James    Kelly, 


i6j 
*h;  John  vn  Clerk;  George  Blackball.  Killartl, 


Thomas  Tally,  DODOgVOgue  Oastfe  j  Jam.--.    1'- -im. -t : .  (  \»rr»i..l.,U  ; 

\L  a  Brews,  Ballyensi 

r  AV,-«,' 
J.  1' 

•     ' 

Ross  ;  Georv  I  .Hard ;  Matt  I . 

n,  Doonbeg;  M.  O'Sullivan,  Kilrnsh;  ThooiM 
'icliard    Drewe,   Kilmsh;  Joseph    Kelt, 
.ih;   Charles  Copcland  ;  Franc  i  Richard 

ver,   T.C..   K  imca  Dooben, 

1  Jorman,  Newtown ;  Joseph  Corry ,  Kilkee,  Ac, 

...nint),  was  moved  to  the 

onthemoti.  Chairman  of  the  Town  Com- 

missioners, seconded  by  Mr.  MAHOXY,  amid  great  spplanse. 

The  CHAJRMAX  said  the  subject  of  the  financial  relations  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland  had  attracted  so  much  attention  lately 
that  it  was  on  Id  a  meeting  in  West  Clare 

to  express  their  view,  and  he  felt  very  much  the  compliment  they 

h  I-  i   j  •  i.'  i  i .      .     ' .    .         '  '      I  :  '        .       .'•'.''.:     •     ..-.  i     : 


THE  SCOTTISH   ACT  OF   UNION    AND  TUB   IRISH. 

They  were  told  that  a  change  in  the  financial  relations  between 

England  and  Ireland  would  involve  a  similar  change  between 

England  and  Scotland,  they  must  see  how  fir  that  stateoi< 

borne  out  by  looking  at  the  two  .'  oion — namely,  the 

.   between  England  and  Scotland  and  the  Act  of 

Union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.     The  former  Act  was 

nassf  he  latter  in   1800,  so  that  there  was  of 

•nee  of  nearly    a  hundred  years  between  these  two  Act*  a 

Consequently  the    general  state  of   flnam*>   wa» 

i*riod&,  because  they  ought  to  bear  in 

s  heaviest  incidence  of  taxation  at  present  was  the 

st  on  the  National  Debt     The  National  Debt  began  only 

after  the-  88,  consequently  at  the  time  of  the 

passing  of  nion  between  England  and  Scotia: 

practically  *  peak  ing,  only  been  in  existence  nineteen  years, 

>•  .ia  at  that  time  a  comparatively  small  sum  of  money.     The 

i*  wars  watt-  ring  the  18th  century  had 

enonnouH  sum  it  amounted  to  in  1800,  and 

1   to  draw  their  attention  to  these  facta,  because  they 

ught,  show  that  the  incidence  of  taxation  was 

1800.      It  was  true   that 

W    t  with    Scotland    she    was    to  be   paid 

J&98.00J   for   her  customs    and   excise   HO   far   as   these   were 
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appropriated   to    t:  irge    of    the    National    I><  II 

•   National  Debts,  l».»th 
;id  Scotland  \\ 

and  that,   consequently  the  financial  relations  were  not  affected 
by   ti  it   t  lie  heavy  tax    then   existing   was  the    I 

Tax.     The  9th  clause  of    the  Act  of    Union    with    So.; 

while  England  raised  £2,000,000  by  a  land  tax, 
•  uo  ;  thus  Scotland,  in   what  was  at 

that  '  heaviest  item  of  expenditure,  was  only  asked   to 

pay  less  than  one  fortieth  part  as  compared  with  England.     Let 
.    now  turn   to  the  Act  of  Union    1  "'tween  Great  It i 
Ireland.      They  found   by  the   7th   section    of  t 
Parliament,  that  the  Sinking  Fund,  and  the  interest  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt  of  each  country,  was  to  be  defrayed  by  each  separately 
for  t  lie  space  of  twenty  years  after  the  Union.     The  contribution^ 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  towards  the  public  expenditure  in 
each  year  were  to  be  in  the  proportion  of  15  to  2,  and  be  su 
to  future  regulations.       From  inures  it    would  appear 

that  whilst  Scotland  at  the  time  of  her  union  wit  I  d  was 

only  asked  to  contribute  less  than  a  fortieth  part  toward 

ne  of  England  and  Scotland,  Ireland  was  asked  to  con- 
tribute about  two-fifteenths,  or  nearly  one-eighth. 

THK  SEPARATE  TREATMENT  OP  IRELAND. 

As  regards  income  tax,  it  was  repealed  in  1816,  and  in 
it  was  revived  in  England,  but  not  extended  to  Ireland  till 
so  that  from  1842  to  1853  Ireland  and  England  were  separate 
taxable  entities.     He  had  mentioned  these  points  to  show  tin  -in, 
first,  that  Scotland  got  better  terms  by  its  articles  of  union  with 
ml  than  Ireland  did,  and  that,  secondly,  since  1816,  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  have  been  treated  as  separate  taxabl< 

.  There  were  arguments  also  which  could  be  put  forward 
to  show  that  laws  which  have  been  passed  for  the  benefit  of 
England  had  been  most  injurious  to  Ireland. 

On  the  motion  of  the  Very  Rev.  Dr.  MALONE,  P.P.,  seconded 
by  COL.  LLOYD,  J.P.  (Unionist),  and  supported  by  the  Rev.  Dr. 
TAIT  (Unionist),  a  resolution  was  passed,  •  declaring  that  th«> 
excessive  burden  of  Imperial  taxation  on  Ireland  disclosed  by  the 
report  of  the  Royal  Commission  constitutes  a  serious  and  nati<  >nal 
mce,  and  demands  the  immediate  attention  of  her  Majesty's 
Government,  with  a  view  to  such  legislation  as  will  meet  the  just 
claims  of  this  country  ;  and  also  calling  upon  tin  Irish  representa- 
tives, irrespective  of  party,  to  unite  in  forcing  the  subject  on 
attention  of  Parliament. 

It  was  proposed  by  Mr.  W.  F.  GORE  HICKMAN,  J.P.  (Union i-t ), 
seconded  by  Mr.  JOHN  C.  MAHONY,  Borough  Magistrate,  and 
resolved — 
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•lie  tf-ntlemrn  whose  names  appear  on  the 

.«»  purpose  of  furtherui 

t  «  of  the  HIM  •  :  iiemtel  ves,  if 

to  any  wntrol  committee  which  may  be  Conned  in  l 

On  the  motion  «••'  STALL,  seconded  bj  Fath?i 

it  WM  resolved  that  tin*  resolutions  abonld  be  tent 

•it. 
The  proceedings  etated  with  a  rote  of  thank*  to  the  Chairman. 


K  COUNTY 

TV  County  meeting  wan  held  ;  <  'ourtbonse  on  January 

22n  i  it)  wan  an  extremely  large  attendance,"  a  Unionist 

tial     HUtcH,    "  repreflentative    of    all    cliiaei    and    creeda,* 
Amongst  those  prraent  were  :— 
Most  Rev.  1  Imond,  Lord  Buhop  (Roman  Cn 

iias  Crowe,  D.L. ;   Major  Walton,  Captain  O'Gradj,  Very 

IVnident  tKooman  College;   Rer.  P.   Barry, 

•   Lenihan,  C.C. ;  Rev.  Charlea  Stuart, 

C.C.;  Very  Rev.  1  :m,  Killaloe;  Rev.  Father  Howard, 

Craahea  ither  Kernis,  P.P. ;  Rev.  Father  Devanny, 

i  ime*  Coflee,  J.P. ;  J.  A.  Studder^ 

Hewitt,  Solomon  Froit,  J. P  :  M.  H...MH, 

Hogan,  i .  1 .  Crowe,  I  1  •'.  Cullinan,  S 

M.  KMQMMI  k,  ft  ...  .•  \     \  .  <-.  K.  \  •*..  -  •    norj  Ibowu  Lym  b, 

i    Glynn,  J.P^ 

Kilruah;  James  O.  Bennett,  Knock;  Rev.  Father  Nolan, 
Clare  Cattle;  Rev.  Father  Scanlan,  Kilmurry  M'Hahon; 

P.H       •  .  l  icrce  O'Brien, 
iin  SlopL 

nell,  Dioceeai 

M.  A.  Scania  Colonel  Lloyd,  Thomberry  ;  P»t  K 

Ennwtyiuon  ;  James  I>ill»n,   Knnis  IHlion,  \\     !!._.. 

••,  Bank  of  Ireland;  > 
E.  J.  O'Meehan,  Solicitor;   DenU 

Bennett,  Chairman  Ennis  Union ;  W.  Cotter,  Chairman  Ennis 
Board  of  Guardians;  M.  II  .  «  uniian  Corofin  Board 
of  Guardians;  John  H.  Harvey,  Chairman  Ennis  Town 


166  The  Over-Taxation  of  1 

uissioncrs;  M.  O'Loghlin,  B.L. ;  John  Enright,  Chairman 
Clare  Asylum;  Rev.  M.  Kelly,  C.C.,  Doora;  Rev.  S.  \\ . 
King,  Rev.  Doctor  Bonynge,  Miltown  -  Malbay ;  Morgan 
Finucane,  P.  O'Kelly,  R.  G.  Parker,  J.P. ;  Francis 

i.ia  O'Loghlin,  Master  of    Ennis   Union ;   C< 
O'Bryen,  P.  K.  O'Sullivan,  Manager  West  Clare  Railway  ; 
Father   Burke,   P.P.,   Tubber;    Thomas    De    Blaquiere,  P.   J. 
O'Dwyer,  J.P. ;  Dr.  A.  Greene,  Dr.  T.  A   Greene,  Clare  Asylum  ; 
i;is   Cullinan,    John    Cullinan,    Antl  <>  h      .T,    Major 

Wilson  Lynch,  D.L. ;  J.  D.  Going,  J.P. ;  E.  Mii 

,,  Ennis;  John  Cahir,  Ennis  ;  John  O'Dea,  Kn  n     :   !;.   \\  . 
I  [.  V.  Macnamara,  D.L.  ;  Joseph  1 1  ill,  \V.  Bagot  Blood, 
J.P. ;  H.  B.  Harris,  J.P. ;  R.  Newton  Brady,  R.M.  :    M.  GHynn, 
P.L.G. ;  James  Dillon,  J.P. ;  M.    Delahunty,   M.   Shannon,    I  >. 
Roughan,    T.C. ;  W.  Keely,  W.  Keane,  S.  Clancy  Poole,    II. 
Gore,  John  Duggan,  Michael  Dillon,  J.  F.  O'Connor,  I-  I 
Macnamara,  George  Wright,  W.  O'Brien,    M.  Clune,  Chairm  m 
Tulla  Board  of  Guardians;  James  M.  Clancy,  Miltown  Mall >ay  ; 
James  Costello,  T.C. ;  T.    J.   MacMahon,   John.  Atkins,    . 
Keane,  P.  Keane,  Ennis ;  —  Sheedy,  Tulla;  M.  Kenny,  Ennis ; 
J.  M.  Minahan,  E.  Crowe,  Solicitor  j   Myles  Keane,  J.   A  hern, 
Augustus  Hograve,  Chairman  Ennis tymon  Board  of  Guard: 
Thomas  O'Halloran,  W.  Leeson,  Ennis;  C.  R.  A.  MacDonn.  11, 
D.L.  ;  W.  Hynes,  Tulla  ;  —  MacDonough,  John  Molony,  K; 
J.  Lally,  John  Roughan,  J.  Cunningham,  A.  Capon,  D.  O'Connell, 
Captain  O'Callaghan  Westropp,  J.P.  ;   Rev.  Fat!  PI    < )  Mcara, 
C.C. ;  Crusheen ;    John    Kerin,    M.   M'Carthy,   Kildysart     I . 
Costello,  P.  Moloney,  Ennis;    Thomas   Galvin,   D.V.C.    Ennis 
Board  of  Guardians ;  Thomas  Collins,  Corofin ;  Patrick  M'Inerney, 
B.    Kenneally,    A.     R.    Martin,    F.    M'Donnell,    Rev.    R.   T. 
M'Laurin,  Ennis  ;  J.  F.  Harvey,  Patrick  Blake,  Patrick  Connolly, 
P.   Flaherty,  P.  Falvey,  P.L.G. ;  John  O'Mahony,  J.   J.    Ryan, 
Rev.  P.  Burke,  the  College,  Ennis;  P.  M.  O'Halloran,    I\i 
Gibson,  Chairman  Kildysart  Board  of  Guardians;  Hewitt  Gnnn, 
Granahan     Castle  ;    T.     KeUy,     Ennistymon  ;    Rev.     Father 
M'Inerney,  P.P.,  Kilnamona ;  T.  M.   Stuart,  Ennis  ;  Rev.  T. 
Hogan,  P.P.,  Kilmaley  ;  J.  Neylon,  P.L.G.  ;  R.  O'Brien  Studd.  .  t, 
J.P. ;  -  -  MacMahon,  Ennis ;  Rev.  J.  B.  Kennedy,   C.C. ;  Rev. 
Father  Cunningham,  C.C.,  Adare  Castle;    Rev.  Father  Liith, 
Sixmilebridge,  <kc. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  J.  H.  HABVEY,  Chairman  Town  < 
missioners,  seconded  by  the  Very  Rev.   Dr.   CULLIGAN,    A<lm. 
Killaloe,  Mr.  R.  W.  CAREY  REEVES,  D.L.,  presided 

The  CHAIRMAN  said  : — These  meetings  were  not  meetings  of 
one  class  or  creed,  but  all  classes  and  creeds  had  united  in  • 
and  there  had  been  no  movement  in  Ireland  for  more  than  100 
years  which  at  all  could  compare  with  this  present  movement. 
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as  glad  to  see  that  the  seconder  of  the  address  in  the  Hottse 

,,f  OommOQf,   Mr    I. '-nil  '..n,  aj&|  tK.it   ••.:  \\ 

rid  should  receive  some  exemption  or  abatacnrnt  in  taxation, 
the  Government  would  be  willing  and  desirous  n.»t  merely  to 
accord  to  mtice  which  was  her  due,  but  a  generosity 

which  it  was  the  \ 

LORD  CADOOAX'S  HI'EI  CII. 

tiad  read  the  speech  of  his   Excellency  the 

•i  whi.lt  hehadallu<M  in  u 


these  meeting*.      He  (Chairman)  f.-lt  that  afUr  these  enrearioot 

••.        v.       i     }  .    ;  -.       !  ;        ....     ..,      ,     ,..,.-.      , 


.-l-i!         ..-'•...••.        v.       i     } 

'.  HO  in  that  county  had  not  born  tin. 

•IT  read  letter*  of  apology  from  Major  J 
son,  M.P.,  who  approved  of  the  object  of  the  meeting  ;  from 
Dean  Archdale,  Proteatant  Bishop  Elect  of  Killaloe.     The  Yen. 
Peter  Murphy,  P.P.,  Quin,  Archdeacon  of  Killaloe  ;  Very  Bar. 
V.Gn    Kiln  Jamea  <• 

BaffinalackenCbsUej  Oblooel  Hares*  Patera  -..  h  I.  iTJaiooi  • 
K.-v.    K.-u-rt   Fitorald    (Uniod  tX    '..•-.    Kfldi    iH  .     Ker, 
Father  M  •Dowell.  Enniatymon  ;  Mr.  Louy  liony 

.  r  (UnioniatX   J.P.  ;    and  Mr.  J.  <;  vrota 

strongly  approving  of  the  object  of  the  meeting.      Letters  were 
read  from  Colonel  O'Callaghan,  Maryport  ;  and  Sir  R.  U 
rone  Fttsgerald,  M.P.,  who  simply  apologised  for  non 

but  could  not  attend  because  ••  Friday  was  a  hunting  da 
The  Most  Rev.  Dr.  M'UEDMOXD,  Roman  Catholic  Biabop  of 
•e,  moved  •— 

t  now  having  appeared  from  the  report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Financial  Relations  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  that  an  undue  and  inequitable  increase  of  taxation  haa 
been  imposed  on  the  latter  country,  we,  representing  the  tax- 
payers of  County  Clare,  call  uoon  the  Government  to  take  such 

to  relieve  from  the  burthen  of  overtaxation  such  as  her 
e  taxable  capacity  renders  her  unable  to  bear.*' 

He  said,  representing  as  be  did  in  his  special  way  98  per  cent. 
of  the  population,  and  therefore  of  the  taxable  capacity  of  the 
County,  he  thought  it  was  his  duty,  as  it  was  his  pride,  to  take 
his  place  on  this  platform  with  his  fellow  taxpayers  of  all 


MR.  BXXTOV'S  SERVlCCa. 

The  whole  question  of  the  Financial  relations  between  Great 
Britain   and    Ireland   was  a  difficult  ami  complex   one.      The 

was 


grounds  on  which  the  ma 

founded  their  report  were  technical  and  involved,  and  it 
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on  who  was  not  an  expert  to  determine  \\-l 

tin-  findings  were  equitalilr  ult   as  1 1n-  <|U< 

it  was  rendered  worse  by  the  fact  that  one  sect  i»n 
Pre«  WM  waiving  around  \\  a  web  olaopkiltrj  which  had  grotaly 
misled  many  fair minde-d   Arsons  who  miu'ht    have  been  fairlv 
disposed.  >w<-d  t  ho  necessity  for  i    the  en- 

Mid  on  thr  MI!  ii  tin-  advance 

f,  it  was  evid.-nt  that    tin-  h 

B  Commission,  its  origin,  composition,  and  procedure,  was 
•  jiiit.-  familiar  to  the  public,  and  had  been   hrou-hi  d..\\n  to  thr 
intelligence  of  that ubiquitoiia  individual,  popularly  kn.,\\n  . 
man  in  the  street.    It  WM  to  the  indefatigable  energy  and 
finau  it  ..f  Mr.  Thomas  Sexton  that  the  inception 

Commission  was  mainly  d 

nil.   CHARACTER   OP  THE   COMMISSION. 

Every  shade  of  political  opinion  was  represented  amongst 
nirmbers.     The  questions  referred  to  them  were,  what  wa<  tin- 
relative  taxable  capacity  of  Great  Britain  as  to  Ireland,  and  what 
was  the  due  proportion  that  Ireland  ought  to  pay  to  the  pul>li<- 
expenditure     In  t  he  Commission  were  men  who  had  been  G<>\ « m 
officials,  and  who  would  be  ii^tin<  ti\«  1\   led  to  keej)  tlH- 
financial  relations  between  the  two  exactly  as  they  \v<n.      i;ut 
^e  out  of  the  thirteen  members  of  the  Commission  reported 

whon-a*    In-land    was    paying    one-<'l»'v«-nth     towards    th.- 

'diture  of  the  two  countries,  her  just  contribution  ouu'ht    to 

be  one-twentieth.     In  other  words  Ireland  was  conn -i hut  ing  at 

the  present  moment  seven  and  a  half  millions  to  the  Imperial 

ilr  her  proper  proportion  should  be  only  four  millions 

and   a  half.     They  were  paying  out  of  their  pockets  fully  thr. •»• 

millions  of  solid  money  beyond  their  just  due. 

THE    PROPOSED   NEW   COMMISSION. 

No  doubt  the  Government  by  appointing  another  and  a  wholly 
unnecessary  Commission  of  Inquiry,  might  endeavour  to  hli, 
tlu-ni  about  the  matter,  but  no  sophistry  or  mi-  ^tatcm* ut^,  and  no 
technicality  of  language,  no  involving  of  details  could  posM'l.ly 
make  it  obscure.  If  they  were  to  have  any  hope  of  reparation  for 
the  past  or  remedy  in  the  future  it  was  by  laying  aside,  as 
they  were  now  doing,  their  various  political  ditl.-K  n< cs  and  dis- 
putes, and  by  joining  together  openly  and  constitutionally  in  tin- 
discussion  of  their  wrongs,  and  formulating  one  united,  strong, 
and  determined  demand  that  now  at  least  this  monstrous  injustice 
.Id  cease. 

PARLIAMENT   AND  THE   QUESTION  :   THE  NEED   OP   AGITATION. 

The  view  was  held  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  Leader  of  the  House  of  Commons  that  it  was  not  the  puhlic 
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floor  of  the  House  of  Common*  that  was  the 

j,r.,|H-r  place  f-T  th.-  di     .  sj  a  ..f  thai  q  M  i-  I         Parti* 

mentary  representatives   were  true 

v    w.iuM 

end    But  if  tlu-v  accepted  the  vi.-  irlUtneti 

«  question  was  to  be  discussed,  then 
iHcuNtion  of  it  would  become  a  solemn  Parliamentary  farce. 
The  Bishop  of  Limerick  had  truly  stated  what  would  happen. 
when  be  said  there  would  be  a  great  debate  of  copious  •• 

••  Irwh,  brUtling  with  argument,  and  tin 
hard  tread  of    the    Government   Uttnlion*  would    cnub  the 


<  brabopeleei 
'  mind  them  t! 
ipation  WM  oonleend   by  the  great  Duke  of  V 

m  a  tenae  of  the  jwtiee  of  the 


'  •     1 

agitation,  but  solely  from  a  threat  of  a  civil  war.  Every  < 

ul  broken  the  power  of  the  oppressm  and 
brought  relief  to  the  distressed  during  the  past 
had  tint  been  discussed  from  the  hustings  or  on  the  platform  at 
public  meetings,  and  then  when    the  popular  mind  had  been 

v.ill':.  ..  nth    .  •::'.!_•»!  T.-M,  d.  .i?id    Bjfasjl     it  bl      tflSI     ;.       •         Bot     l'i!.;i 

mentary  opposition    t<>    try  t<>    •  r  ;  h    it,  in    response    t«. 
determined  voice  of  the  na  •ocame  the  law  of  the  land. 

>ey  acceded  to  the  statement  that  they  ought  to  leave  the 
discussion  of  the  question  to  within  t  lie  sacred  walls  of  Parliament 
they  would  b*  le  manner,  and  in  utt<-r  contra- 

vention of  th  il  rights.    He  was  proud  to  stand  there 

w  it !.  v  countrymen  of  every  class  and  creed,  so  that  the 

f<>r  justice  that  was  now  going  forth  from  every  corner  of  the 
land 

•TAIN  O'CAI.LAOHAX  WESTBOPP( Unionist),  in  seconding  the 
motion,  expressed  regret  that  they  were  not  met  under  the  pre- 
.xid.-M.-y  of  I/.i-i  i  !  MM.  sjneoiaDyai  vfan  the  I.-  •  .  I.:-  at  m* 
held  back,  it  was  always  used  in  connexion  with  c- 
to  discredit  the  assembly  and  its  motives.  He  belJ,  however, 
that  no  argun.  1  n.uld  be  adduced  again 

pres<  lielievwl  >in   wits  vith  them  in 

matter,  but  that  he  -  <<d  upon  the  ultimate  settlement 

••  question  by  Parliament.     Their  claim  was  treated  by  some 
English  Press  as  if  it  was  a  matter  of  charity.     They  said 
uese  eternal  Irish  beggars  are  at  our  doors  again." 

UNIONISTS    AND   TIIK   QUESTION. 

1     was  also  said  uionisU  in  taking  nart  in  this  move- 

ment were  striking  a  blow  at  the  Union.     But  be  wished  to  state 
solemnly  that  the  Unionist  platform  was  that  the  Imperial  Par- 
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nt  nmM  do  and  would  do  justice  to  Jivlaml.     They  believed 
that    Parliament    would    do  justice,   and  that   1.  a   as 

Unionists,  and  that  was  the  sole  ground  f«r  ih<  ir  bell 
lately  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  —  a  Unionist  peer,  and  the 
represent.  I  ler  Majesty  the  Queen  in  Ireland  —  confirmed 

the  views  which  enabled  gentlemen  of  all  creeds  and  classes  to 
take  part  in  this  agitation.     There  was  talk  about  the  land 
being  identified  with  the  movement,  but  he  wished  to  know 
law  of  the  land  prevented  the  Irish  landlords  from  standing  in 
line  with  their  fellow-countrymen. 

NOT  A   LANDLORD   MOVEMENT. 

It  had  been  said  openly  in  the  Press  of  England  by  a  respon- 
sible organ  that  the  Irish  landlords  had  availed  of  this  opj 
nity  for  revenging  themselves  on  some  slight  \vhi«-h  they  h.ul 
received  from  the  party  in  power.  He  wished  himself,  as  a  land- 
lord, to  nail  that  lie.  Ten  years  ago  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
were  offered  the  largest  bribe  ever  offered  during  the  centiu 
Mr.  Gladstone,  but  they  did  not  join  wit!  i  him.  in  spite  of  the 
millions  offered  to  them,  because  they  did  not  1><  -lirvo  lie  was 
going  the  right  way  to  do  justice  to  Ireland.  Now,  however,  the 
landlords  stood  with  the  people,  because,  thank  God,  they  had 
found  a  common  platform  at  last.  The  action  of  the  En  -I  Mi 
Press  was  the  old  plan  of  throwing  as  much  dirt  as  they  could  in 
the  hope  that  some  of  it  might  stick. 

MB.  BALFOUR'S  SPEECH  :  THE  WHISKEY  ARGUMENT. 

He  alluded  with  sorrow  to  the  speech  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  in  Manchester,  because  he  believed  that  the  Mil 
who  made  it  had  injured  what  stood  out  prominently  as  a  great 
political  reputation.  In  parts  of  Ireland  the  name  of  Mr.  Bal- 
four  would  invoke  a  blessing,  because  he  came  to  their  assistance 
in  the  hour  of  need.  But  when  a  man  of  his  eminence,  of  his 
ability  and  high  character,  stood  upon  a  political  platform  in 
England  and  characterized  a  country  with  which  he  was  so  well 
acquainted,  with  being,  to  put  it  shortly,  a  nation  of  whiskey 
drinkers  —  when  he  discredited  a  nation  like  that,  treating  it  as 
a  matter  of  levity  —  his  observations  at  Manchester  were  un- 
worthy alike  of  the  man  and  of  the  matter.  His  remedy  was 
that  they  should  give  up  drinking  whiskey.  That  was  no  better 
than  to  say  that  the  English  people  who  grumbled  at  over-taxa- 
tion should  give  up  beer.  It  was  a  very  easy  thing  speaking  at 
Manchester  for  him  to  insult  the  Irish  nation  ;  but  it  would  be 
a  very  different  thing  for  him  to  come  between  the  English  people 
and  their  beer. 

THE   ACT   OP   UNION. 

In  1895  Mr.  Balfour  and  his  party  in  the  House  of  Commons 


were  put  into  office  became  Mr.  Gladstone  and  his  allies  proposed 

hmanaii-. 

eeds  of  their  tre*'  t  of  Union,  which  set  forth 


that  they  were  not  merely  entitled  to  special  remissions  and 
abatement*,  but  also  that  the  proportion  md  wa* 

to  contribute  towards  the  Imperial  expenses  should  be  revised 

.   ..  :  .    •„,••       ,.    ..  V,  •..  •  ......      ,     .,     ., 

counties  let  the   Tim**  produce  title  d.  - 

Essex  and  WilUhire,  Proceeding,  he  quoted  from  the  speeches 
of  v  x.nl  CastTreagb,  with  the  object  of 

showing  what  their  intentions  were  with  rt^ar 
the  claims  of  Ireland  at  the  time  of  the  Union. 
Whenever  there  was  any  money  to  be  taken  Ireland  was  a 
separate  entity,  but  whenever  there  was  a  question  of  giving 
back  it  was  nothing  of  the  kind.  At  the  time  of  the  Act  of 
Union,  when  the  Parliament  was  changed  to  Westminster,  the 
Government  took  no  steps  to  stop  the  gap  which  occurred  by 
England  becoming  a  more  fashionable  country  for  people  to  stop 
in  and  spend  their  money  in.  They  never  gave  a  single  counter 
inducement  to  peopleto  spend  their  money  in  Ireland. 

THE  HEW   OOMMI88IOX. 

is  was  the  first  meeting  held  since  the  Government  had 

expressed  its  intention  of  inquiring  further  into  the  subject,  and 

accordingly  it  possessed  a  weight  which  hardly  attached  to  other 

v    meetings.     If  there  was  to  be  a  further  inquiry   the 

• 

what  were  known  as  the  terms  of  reference  in  which  Parliament 
sent  the  questions  to  the  Commission.  They  demanded  in  the 
system  of  reference  that  the  terms  should  be  fair  and  that  the 
Commission  should  not  be  packed.  Dealing  with  the  subject  of 
Imperial  and  local  charges  he  complained  that  the  training  of 

vo  local  expenditure,  was  some- 
times carried  out  in  England,  whereby  Ireland  lost  thousands  of 
pound*  N,,t  asinj,.  FiUM,  tfffitb  mfcMri  bedsetfo*  i 
Ireland  since  the  Crimean  V  oooclusion,  he  said  h 

not  see  how  this  movement  could  fail  to  produce  good  result*, 
urged  them  to  beware  of  cleavages  in  their  ranks,  and  to 
remember  "  United  we  stand,  divided  we  fall1* 
The  motion  was  adopted. 
Mr.  M.  J.  KEXXY,  ex-M.l'.,  mov««d  :  — 

"  That  we  oaD  on  the  Irish  Members,  irrespective  of  party,  to 
use  every  effort  to  induce  the  Government  to  remove  the  injustice 
from  which  we  are  at  present  suffering." 

Rev.  Dr.  ROSY  SOB  (Unionist),  in  seconding  the  motion,  said 
he  had  read  with  pain  the  eold  and  heartless  words  of  M 
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at   Manchestr  oemed  to  treat  with  contempt   the 

agitation;  bin  teamen  must    ha\e   -h«»rt  memoi 

they  forg*  ish  agitation  could  do. 

was  adopted. 
MAJOR  WILSON  LYXCII  (Unionist),  moved  :— 

"That  a  standing  committee  composed  of  the  movers  and 
seconder*  of  t  hese  resolutions,  with  power  to  add  to  their  uumlx  -r, 
be  appointed  toco-operate  with  any  central  committee  which 

1,  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  the  subject  of  unju 
i  before  the  Government,  and  endeavouring  to  obtain  relief 
therefrom.1* 

He  said  he  regretted  they  were  not  favoured  with  the  presence 
of  Lord  Jin -hiquin,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county,  who  on 
previous  occasions  had  taken  a  foremost  part  in  matters  connected 
with  tin-  welfare  of  the  people.  He  had  no  doubt  as  to  the 
.Mneerity  of  his  motives,  but  could  not  help  regretting  that  lie  was 
not  with  them.  The  question  was  not  one  which  should  ho 
dismissed  with  sneers  and  sophistry,  such  as  had  been  indulged 
in  hy  Knirlish  papers. 

.    H.   V.   MACNAMARA   (Unionist)   seconded   the    motion, 
which  was  supported  by  Rev.  Dr.  KELLY,  and  adopted. 

On  the  motion  of  Rev.  P.  BARRY,  seconded  by  Mr.  M 
SCANLAN,  T.C.,  it  was  resolved  that  copies  of  the  resolutions  should 
be  fot  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  Lord  Salisbury,  Mr.  A.  J. 

Balfour,  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 

A  vote  of  thanks  to  the  Chairman  for  presiding  concluded  the 
proceedings. 


LONGFORD  COUNTY. 

Tin:  j.i   li;ii;:i;iry   proceedings  in    connection    with  the   C< 
Longford  meeting  were  amongst  the  most  significant  in  Ireland, 
as  showing  the  determination  of  all  parties  in  the  movement.     A 
it  ion  had  been  forwarded  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the 
County,  Lord  Longford,  requesting  him  to  call  the  people  < 
County  together  to  consider  the  Report  of  the  Financial  Rel. 
Comn  Hifl  Lordship  replied  from  Regent  Park  Barracks, 

London,  declining  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  agitation. 
Tlxn  the  ivijuisition  was  addressed  by  the  Longford  Board  of 
Guardians  and  the  Town  Commissioners  to  the  Deputy  Lieu- 
tenants o'f  the  County,  all  of  whom  are  Unionists,  and  from  t  hem 
a  verv  remarkable  series  of  answers  were  received. 


Mr.  l  ois  Liri 

4<  QariKglas  Manor,  Jauuar  »7. 

"8m,— 1   beg  to  ackno* 
January  6th  containing  a  request  from  the  Town  Cotnmisiioneni 

the  other  Deputy  Lieutenant*  of  C 

Longford  in  convening  a  public  meeting  to  bring  the  matter  of 
the  Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Commit^  on  the  over* 
tu-1  before  the  Government 

an  opportunity  of  oonsuhin 

Deputy  Lieutenants,  but  as  far  as  my  personal  opinion  got* 
vre  have  any  rower  to  take  such  action,  and  even 
have  I  should  not  consider  it  emuuVtent  with  my  duty  to  our  I 
Lieutnmi  n  oppotit  •<  decision  in  soch  a  matter, 

whatever  my  private  opinion  may  KM  as  to  the  expediency  of  the 
oondud  i»  !•••  h.-i, .- .'..,  t.,  on  th*  mb>  • 

1  may,  however,  add   that  I  ,.,„,„!,,   the  matter  one  of  the 
'    portance  to  us  aU,  and   t..   It.landaiia  nation,. 


(.      ..:..',..!,!.  i.  .«..,:  -.    ;  :    :       •  .;•..•••.:  ' 

aideration  I  shall  be  most  happy  to  assist  in  any  way  in  my  power 

i 

.LOIS  I.EFitOY." 

Mr  (JEWOKTH,  D.L.,  wn»U»  :— 

laad, 

"  DEAR  MR.  M*CAKX,—  As  bar  as  I  am  individually  oonoernedt 
to  my  Kreat  reffret  a  turn  i*M*wmu*  must  be  my  reply  to  the 
request  of  your  board  r«  a  public  meeting  to  consider  the  report 

Li  the  Lieutenant  of  tto 

^ford  has  refused  to  call   such  a  meeting  it  seem* 
I  he  disrespectful  and  incompatible  with  correct 
UN  I  etiquette  •  enants  were  to  attempt 

•  •y  were  technically  authorised  to  •! 
,^r_^t  leant  to  me.     If,  howevw,  %  \ 

meeting  to  consider  the  report  should  succeed  in  getting  itself 
convened  in  any  other  manner,  and  if  I  am  asked  to  attend,  1  shall 
do*.  -it  pleasure,  an  it  U,  in  my  humble  opinion,  the 

paramoun:  f  every  honest  Irishman  to  protest  with  all 

possible  emphasis  against  the  unfair  and  cruel  and  cowardly 
system  of  extorted  tribute  under  which  our  miserable  country  ia 
K|<wKng  to  death.  —  I  am,  yours  truly, 

"  A,  E.  EDGIWOKTS.* 

Mr.  JAMBS  WILSON,  D.I*,  replied  as  follow*  :— 

rygrane,  Edgeworthsto 


,. 
I  liave  received  yours  of  the  6th,  on  my 

.  requesting  my  co-operation  with  the  other 
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'•nants  in  _j  a  public  meetLig  \\  i; ' 

to  the  report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Comm.  1  Mease 

cy  to  the  Lonsfoi  of  Guardians  as  my  reply  tint  1 

do  not  think  the  Deputy  Lieutenants  are  the  proper  persm 
call  a  meeting,  especially  as  <>m  Lieutenant  has  refused  to  do  so. 
But  I  would  \v  iHi  pleasure  take  part  in  a  meeting  duly  rallrd  to 
ask  for  a  fair  hearing  of  the  report  of  this  Commission,  and   a 
ly,   full  and  generous,  for  any  losses  Ireland    may   have 
suffered  from  the  past  taxation.     I  would,  however,  be  required 
to  be  assured — 1st,  that  the  meeting  would  not  be  used  i'..r  anv 
mere  party  purposes;  and  2nd,  that  the  Chairman  s«  <   that 
is  kept,  and  no  speaker  be  allowed   to    introduce    irrelevant 
subjects. — Yours  truly, 

•'  JAMES  WILSON. 

"  N.B.— I  would  suggest  that  the  High  She/iff  be  asked  to  call 
a  meeting,  and  if  he  refuses,  his  successor  be  asked. 

"J.  W." 

Thus  encouraged  the  Longford  Town  Commissioners,  and  the 
Board  of  Guardians  persevered,  with  the  result  that  a  most 
successful  meeting  representative  of  all  classes  and  creeds,  and 
parties  was  held  in  the  County  Longford  Courthouse  on  January 
18th.  Amongst  those  present  were : — 

The  Most  Rev.  Dr.  Hoare,  Lord  Bishop  o.f  Ardagh  and  C1«.M 
macnoise ;  Antonio  E.  Edgeworth,  D.L. ;  Jan.e,s  P.  Farrell,  Ml'  ; 
T.  Langlois  Lefroy,  D.L. ;  the  Very  Rev  Dean  Monaghan,  v 
Rev.  Canon  J.  O'Farrell,  Rev.  P.  Dolan,  Adm. ;  Rev.  J.  Pinl 
Adin.  ;  Rev.  J.  Fullam,  President  St.  Mel's  College ;  Rev.  A 
11.   Uentoul,  M.A.  ;  Rev.  J.  Jones,  Rev.  P.  Fitzgerald,  I'.P.  ; 
Rev.  N.  Moore,  P.P.;  Very  Rev.  Canon  F.   O'Farrell,  R« 
Casserly,  P.P. ;  Rev.  M.  Flynn,  P.P. ;  Rev.  M.  Cochrane,  P.P. ; 
Rev.  J.  Manning,  St.  Mel's    College;    Rev.  Dr.    Sidley,  J.    J, 
Yorke,  M.D.  ;  James  Ross,  J.P. ;  Rev.  T.  M'Gery,  P.P. ;   1 
O'Beirne,  J.P. ;   T.  H.  Peyton,  J.P. ;    T.  W.  Delany,  Solicitor; 
Dr.  Cochrane,  C.  O'Neill  Kenny,  Solicitor ;  Dr.  Wilson,  J.P. ; 
Thomas  O'Beirne,   J.P. ;   Dr.   M<Guire,    T.  M'Cutcheon,  J.P.; 
Fagan,  Very  Rev.  Canon  Martin,  J.  Robinson,  William  T. 
Dunn,  Henry  Fee,  Thomas  Fee,  S.  Boyd,  Manager  Ulster  Bank ; 
T.  D.  Lawson,  Manager  Bank  of  Ireland;  Rev.  Father  Martin, 
P.P.,  Edgeworthstown  ;  Randal  Adams,  J.P. ;  J.  E.  Davys,  J.P. ; 
\rery  Rev.  Canon  OT.mvll,  Ardagh ;  Rev.  J.  Briody,  P.P. ;  ! 
P.  Mahon,  P.P. ;  Rev.  E.  M'Guire,  C.C. ;  Rev.  T.  Masterson,  C.C. ; 
Rev.  P.  Markey,  C.C. ;  Rev.  P.  Cahill,  C.C. ;  Rev.  J.  O  1  an.  11, 
C.C. ;  Rev.   F.  Cahill,  C.C. ;   Rev.  J.   M'Keon,  C.C. ;   Rev.  M. 
Jlurke,  C.C. ;  Rev.  F.  Murphy,  C.C. ;  Rev.  J.  Flood,  C.C. ;  J 
Joyce,  Longford ;  B.  Moore,  Longford ;  Michael  Ross,  F.    ! 
gerald,  Joseph  Nally,  Ballymahon  ;  Dr.  Gray,  J.  M.  Edgeworth, 
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T    v  M    l»i! 

itev.  T.  Maetenoii,  • 

i 

Rer.  P.  Marker,  :*r.    R    Manning,  C.a ;    R»v 

Muruhv.  C.C.  :  Kcv.  J.  KevilL   C.C.  :  RAT.  G.   O'lUilU    < 


Rer.  Thos. 
OS,  riunkctt,  C.T.C. ;  Michael  Sbevl  Thoa. 

•Innfton,  Wm.   Fife,  Thomas  Fenloo,  John  Jones,  J 
J.  Jonea,  Peter  Igoe, 
••mas  Broaden,   Patrick  Rhatigan,  J.P.  j    Wtlttefls 

Owen  M*Ghee,  Gco.  Campbell,  J.  Free,  Henry  8.  Pee,  John 

Joseph  M'Neney, 
ncan,  P! 

Thomas  Fee,  Owen  Victory,  Bernard  Halligar 
Darin,  John'Doooer,  Joseph  Wilson,  John  Donohoe,  J.]' 
II   Kenny,  S  Thomas  W.  Delaney. 

I I'u.i  lodericklgoe,  acBurhridge, 

;.;Sarau  >mas  Shanley, 

.  Dugdale,  Samuel  Bord,  Michael  M^Cann,  Jos.  GUI,  Fraa, 

.  Krlly.  Robert  J.  Turner,  Hugh  Monaghan,  Fras. 

Lamb,  Thomas  Trimble,  T.C. ;  John  Adams,  J.P. ;   Commander 

M..  tan,  J.P.  ;  M litfc  Johnetoo,   J  r      H        MKfeft  .-••:.. 

M^Gavei  I .  Darys,  Edward  Donohoe,  . 

Thos.  Plunkett,  ( 
Mathews,  M.  P.  Mall, 
rmstrong,  T.C.  ;  P.  Igo. 

Chairman  Granard  Board  of  Guardians;  J.  GaUran,   Pa 
>las  M*Cai>n,  J..hn  Dooner,  Tboa.  Geraty,  P 
Fanvll,  Laurence  Murray,  Henry  Campbell,   Michael   Farrell, 

O'Connor.  P.  Stafford,  M.  P.  Molloy,  T.C. ;  Mathew  MOonnkk, 

The  chair  was  occupied  by  Mr.  AJITOVIO  R.  EDOBWOKTII. 
The  CUAIKMAX  sjiid  he  thought  they  ought  to  be  very  grateful 
I  '.whop,  who  wrote  to  the  Town  Commissioners  for 
«•  support  in  convening  the  meeting. 

PARUAMRXT— THE   AGRICULTURAL   RATtXU 

i*  was  a  public  meeting  where  all  clssses  were  represr 

l-vuliarly  appropriate  that  such  a  meeting  abouki  be 
held  at  the  opening  of  a  session  of  rarliament  in  which  a  measure 
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11.     In  1.  jwissed  la 

tea  were  paid  by  tl 

Inli  v  had  got  not!  n          [fth^  got  their  fair  proportion 

it  would  be,  Sir  Campbell  man  said,  ab 

uere  on  the  horns  of  a  dil« -inina.     Tln-v 

-  to  put  thorn  oil*  with  £180,000,  because  they  said  th.it 

were  a  separate  en  iiey  were  a  separate  entity  when 

they  wanted  to  make  out  that  they  were  to  get  something,  Imt 

they  were  part  and  parcel  of  the  kingdom  \slu-n  they  were  to  get 

need  scarcely  say  that  if  their  Members  of  1' 
their  best  as  Irishmen,  if  they  exhausted  every  form  in 
the  House  of  Commons  to  get. justice  for  Ireland,  on  tin-  |><,int 
nt  would  not  be  able  to  deprive  them  of  what  tin  -y 
had  a  right  to  get. 

THE   COMMISSION    FINAL.  — MR.     GLADSTONE. 

There  was  no  course  open  to  any  reasonable  or  unprejudiced 
person  but  to  accept  as  final  and  authoritative  the  finding  « 
Commission,  because  outside  of  that  Commission  there  were  not 
half    a  dozen   experts  in   the  whole  world  so  well  equipped  to 
analyse  the  evidence  or  to  decide  upon  the   findings  of  the  < 
mission.     He  (the  speaker)  considered  that  this  report  <>i 
Financial  Relations  Commission  would  be  the  Magna  Charta  of 
Inland.     T  here  was  one  person  outside  of  the  Commission  who 
was    preeminently  qualified  to  give  advice,  and  that    wi 
veteran  statesman,  Mr.  Gladstone,  who,  perfectly  un. 
no  doubt,  was  the  very  person  who  first  commenced  the  system 
of  unjust  taxation.     No  doubt  he  did  not  know  at  the  tin  if  that 
this  system  would  end  as  it  had  ended  in  the  ruin  of  the  country. 
On  a  great  and  memorable  occasion — the  13th  February,  1893— 
Mr.  Gladstone  rose   in  his   seat  in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
pronounced  these  memorable  words — "  Upon  full  examination  I 
am  well  convinced  that  Ireland  in  former  days  has  been  most 
shabbily  and  unjustly  treated  in  respect  to  money  matters."     No 
doubt  Mr.  Gladstone  was  now  repentant,  but  he  believed  he  was 
correct  in  saying  that  in  the  Church  repentance  without  re 
tion  was  null  and  void.      Whether  this  great  statesman  would 
yet  set  about  securing  redress  for  Ireland  in  this  matter  remained 
to  be  seen. 

MR.  BALFOUR'S  SPEECH.— in.  "TIMES." 

If  tin -y  wanted  any  further  proof  of  the  finality  of  this  report, 
Mad  it  in  the  recent  speech  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trt-; 
t  nchester.     Mr.  Balfour's  utter  failure  to  make  any  i 
able  impression  on  the  findings  of  the  Commission  was,  he  believed, 
a  proof  of  it^  finality.     The  whole  speech  was  very  murh  on  a  par 
with  the  bad  taste  of  that  anti-Irish  crusade,  which  had  been 


/  &t €€tingt. 


itgland  with  000  or  two 

tiUflM.       Ho    WaS    OOi    at    ttll    fUre,    however,     thai 

s  werr  not  A  good  omen  of  tlw 
Tim**  in  ill.-  |*iii  ii.i-l  been  notoriously  the  cl 
cause*.  One  suggestion  be  would  make,  ths 

i  to  head  the  movement,  %ryj  when  they  did 

.old  have  a  pled 
M.-    uiih    each  other  m 
on   ilinr  Hide,  and   in  the  Ion-    run    what  tl 
•  •ii  til-- 1 1  *ide  and  were  calm  but  firm,  the  God  of  i 

ninl  make  them  <U.-11  in  n  m-w  Ireland,  united,  pr 

•AEK.  Roman  Catholic  Bi 
lonmamioise,  proposed  the  following  rental 

»t  we  proteat  against  the  injuntice  of  whu 

hat  been  for  to  many  yearn  tltc  victim  through  tl 

•n  vaitly  in  ezcvm  of  her  taxable  capacity,  < 

evidence  nu  I  MI./  <•  Royal  Comminion,  and 

hat  most  impartially  o> 
(Ferent  parU  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  t 
tical  parties  therein  were  all  represented." 


'•XIOS    OF    CREEDS  AHD 

II  rtuaii  was  to  be  thanked  for  his  aotior 

4  the  chair  on  that  occajiion   at  that  most  representative 

nig  of  the  County  Longford,  and  his  action  should  earn  for 

)••  i  'i  the  esteem  and  praise  of  all  right-minded  Irishmen.     There 

was  one  of  his  name  who  had  preceded  him  in  patriotic  work, 

ind,  not   lew  than   for  her 

claw,  land,    was  still   remembered   with  gratitude. 

Maria  Kdgeworih  m  h. -r   -Absentee"  had  drawn  for   them  a 

beautiful,  tender,  and  faithful  picture  of  Ireland  for  the  fduca- 

•  i  lie  classes  to  which  she  belonged,  and  of  which  *he  was 

iiament     This  union  of  all  creeds,  and  of  all  tlsiises,  and 

of  all  Hhades  social,  and  religions  thougl 

••ry  rare  thing.     He  contended 
-U  it  was  the  business  of  ererr Irishman  to  •tand 
hmen,  to  raise  his  country  from  the 
•  '-bedness  in  v  md  her. 

THE   DUTT   OK  >TS. 

lined  to  go  further  and  say  that  it  belonged 

class  of  which  their  Chairman  was  one,  rather  than  to  the 

oeople  to  organise  such  a  meeting,  because,  after  all,  that  class 

N 


The  Over-T 

• 
oted  in  the  Treaty  of  I'mon.     It  \\.is  a> 

Was  part  d  -  <"  maintain  that   tli.:'     I 

uncut    to  man 

•  was  a  uni«.n,    that    then-    wa^ 
•     a  claim    of     Ireland    tliat 
Parli.i 

resent  to  the  peoy>! 

d   upon  it  as  an   implicit  bargain   lia\  ing  been  made 
n  all  classes   of  Irishmen  1  hat    in    this   matter  tl: 
not  attempt  to  make  any  party  capital  out  of  ; 

TIIK    KF.l'ORT. 

\Vi  port]     A  leading  i 

'  who    formed  that    coin  and   it  wa 

.tl    relations    1 

1   under  this  were  three  sub-heads.      In    the 
place  could  ilirv  fix  nn  tin-  standard  •  .11  between  tli- 

i  the  second  place,  what  should  such  a  standai 
Id  Ije  the  relative  proportion  between  the  two  com  i 
And  thirdly,  wliat  was  the  history  of   lh"«-  two  countries 
a  ;  was  there  fair  play  given   or  the  reverse 
:hree  important  questions  given  to  theae  distingui 
i.     And  what  were  their  an  In  the  lit 

the  ri  I  seemed  to  be  the  wealth  of  th-- 

count ri.  -:  in  the  second  place,   the  proportion  which    the- 
countries   should  pay   respectively  (Great  Britain  and  Ireland; 
should  be  20  to   1  ;  and  in  the  third  place,   the  history  or 

land  was  made  to  pay  one-ei 

compared  with  Great  Britain,  whereas  she  should  only  be  com] 
to  pay  one-t  \\vnt  ieth,  and  therefore  wa  v  taxed  £2,70< ' 

were  specific  answers  to  the  questions,  and  was  it  n< 
.em  to  ask  was  not  this  principle  of  taxation  just,  that  • 
country  should  be  taxed  according  to  its  wealth.     Now,  wa 
report  true  ? 

TIIK  CHARACTER  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

In  em,  idering  that  they  must  look  at  the  character  of 
Con,!  .  and  the  Chairman  had  already  told  tip 

gentlemen.      They  comprised  representatives  of  i 
wealth  of  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland.     In  fa 
was  a  fair  tribunal   established   it   was   certainly   that  of  the 

ttions  Commission.     He  thougl 
this  great  question  submitted  to  a  Commi-ion  ol 
intellectual  wealth  it  would  be  sheer  nonsense  on 


at  then*  had  not  been  a  prima 
ou.»hl  thry 

who  at 

t  hem.     Th«Tp  we  «otue  who 
or  powder,  or  who  *aw,  or  thoaght  they  »aw,  a  anako  in  the 

i 

< 


• 
tin 


ncmu*  had  dona  MX    (• 

i 

• 

NUM. 

-  wan  M 


in. i.l.-     a     t  i.    ••     .    .cil    -A    •••.'.  •    .    .'  Mr      1'      ' 

"1  him  until  hr  kill«>d  him.     It  wan  the  bojoneaft  of  the 
tie,  however,  to  show  him  that  the  warp  and  wool  of 

i  all  a  question  of  chea 

i   it    waa  all  a  question   of  #•- •  .it  a 

•it   if  we  wanted  it  we  -Ii-.ulfl  pay  as  much  a~ 
,11,  and  that  he,  repreeentiiifr  the  great  powerful  En. 
ta   bound    to    he    pliilanthropici    JH***    that    t<»    keep 
people    from   being    at   each 


r  them.    That  aoenied   to  go  <I 

the    Manrhmt^r   people.     The   answer  wa  ^.-y 

had  not  only  made  a  treaty,  but  tlu-y  liad  funneii 
company,  and  they  all  know   that  in  Kiich  a  C*M> 

-rt  ic!»»H  .  :on. 

igh  made  it  out,  and 
made  it  appe*r  that  it  would  be  a  cure  for  alf  thr  i 

i-<  were  amalgamated,  and  t.  }*e- 

the  awful  debt  due  to  Ireland  wa«  aecunmkutng.     If 

ilfour  wan  anxiouH  to  be  philnnthn-pu-  lei  him  turn  over 

thoae  two  and  a  half  mill  «(  Irr»Un<i.     They 

not  allow  In 


I  So  The  Over-T<-  »f  Irct, 

\.  tor  it    1>. 'longed  to  Ireland,  and  Ireland   \\.--iM   ha 
Kdmund  Hurke  had  stated   "   \\li.-n    any    eummunity    is    suhordi- 
nneeted  with    another    tin-  Lrreat  danu'cr   of   the  (•<•• 
it  the  extreme  pride  or  self-complaisance  of  the  sup 
•i  all  matters  of  controversy  will  probably  deride  in  it 

The  report  appealed  to  their  intellectual  faculties  ami 
tin-  decision  was  from  a  court  impartial  i: 

were  representative  and  capable,  and  tin- 
unanimity  of  tin-  result,  11  out  of  13,  was  astonishing. 

nil.    CONDITION    OP    IRELAXD. 

I-  'ii,    he    would   remind     them    that     they    li\«-d     in 

•itry    that    ou;;ht    to    be    able  to   support    itself;  that    they 

lived    in   a   land    fair   as    a    mother'-,    l..\.-;    that     they  had    been 

hard  hit  by    the  free  trade  that  did  good   f»r    Kn-jland  ;  tiiat 

jn  competition  had  laid  them  low  j  and  \\en-  tiny  now  in 

l.y    this    QXCetaive    and     unjust     tax 

at i»n  i     It    was  a    scandal    to  see    a    land    so    endowed     l>v 
nature  impoverished  by  the  injustice  of  man.     By  thi 
the  Imperial    Parliament  they  were  ju-titied   in   dm-  .nding  re- 
div^  for   their   Lrrievances.     they  would  continue  thi- 
united  ami  standing   together   as   brothers  until    full  n-dre- 

i  them. 

Mr.  FKXLON  seconded  the  resolution,  which  was  adopted. 
M  r.  JAMES  P.  FAREELL,  M.P.,  moved  : — 

"  That  we  call  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government    and   the  |M| 
;        d  Parliament,  either  by  the  readjustment  «.f  taxation  «»r  l»y 
M  ial  expenditure,  to  remove  the  injustice  at  present  inflicted 
upon  this  country." 

1!  v.  ALFRED   H.  RENTOUL,  M.A.   (Unionist),   seconded 
resolution. 

Lfinlemeii  had  given   as  an  excuse  for  not  attending 

that  they  were  afraid  topics  would  be  introduced  with  which  the\ 

could  not  agree — that  apples  of  discord  would  be  thrown  amongst 

L     He  wondered  at  any  such  excuse  being  given  l>y  any  man 

pretended  to  common  sense.     He  (the  speaker)  relied  on  the 

honour  of  those  who  invited  him,  that  there  should  be  nothing 

said  to  hurt  his  feelings,  and  he  gave  his  honour  tacitly  to  say 

nothing  that  would  hurt  the  feelings  of  any  man.     He  strongly 

supported  the  Irish  demand. 

resolution  was  passed  unanimously. 
Rev.  F.  DE  BURGH  SEDLEY,  LL.D.  (Unionist),  moved  :— 

"  That  no  re  adjustment  of  future  taxation  will  fully  rr-; 
the  financial  grievance  of  Ireland  if  equitable  compensation  !•«• 
notmade'to  her  for  the  excessive  taxation  hitherto  imposed  upon 


iSi 

He  Mid  he  accepted  the  invitation  to  address  the  meetiiv 
Mumre  and  confidence,  and  when  be  rMaestcd  that 
r  ,..I.K  ions  should  he  chanced  to  on 


plea« 

.tore  suiuhlc,  in  order  that  they  might  prmnt  a  more 
.  tfain  wli.it  they  had  at  heart,  it  was  immed 

TIIK  w,  uauMEXT.— - THE  oxios  IST  roumosr. 

inkey  argument  was  unworthy  of  the  men  from  whom 

Icoired  to  sav  this  as  a  Unionist,  that  as  long  aa 

dissatisfactio^i,  this  spirit  of  a  deeply  indwelling 

rankled  in  a  people's  breast,  there  would  be  a 

danger  of  the  weakening  of  the  great  moral  ties  that  at  present 

bound  them  to  the  sister  island  ;  that  there  must  be  an  ultimate 

they  were  continually  met  with  thi«  no*  po**m*s 

ness  to  help  them— there  must  be  a  weakening 

<>f  thi*  great  balance  of  social  order  on  which  the  wealth  an 

program  of  every  nation  must  ultimately  dep  • 

?i,  whirh  was  adopted. 
The  1  >XES  (Methodist,  Unionist)  moved  :— 

:  ^snisation  should  be  formed,  having  central  offices 
in  huhlin,  to  assist  the  representatives  from  all  parts  • 

.«•  purpose  of  carrying  into  effect  the  findings  of  the  Royal 


He  wished  t<>  -r  a  moment  to  a  name  that   so  Car  bad 

escaped  those  who  had  preceded  him,  though  it  must  have  occurred 
to  many  present— he  alluded  to  the  name  of  Mr.  Thomas  Sexton. 

MR.    SCXTO.l'a   SERVICES. 

- 

-  ablest  financiers,  he  would 

iiat  the  Britibh  nation  could  boast  of,  and  if  not  an  infringe- 
«»f  the  rule  laid  down  he  would  say  for  his  own  part  t 
1  be  delighted  if  some  constituency  could  only  prevail  • 

11  «•  re- 
garded it  as  little  lean  than  a  calamity  t  -fxton  was  not 
now  in  tin*  Impeaial  Parliaii. 

seconded  the  motion,  which  was 
{ as*  'l. 

>  Y,  P.L.O.,  moved  that  copies  of  the  resolutions 

i  warded    to   the   Prime   Minister,   the .  i  •!  of  the 

Treasury,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  Chief  Secretary, 

FT  HEW   FAKHKLL   seconded   the   motion,    which    was 

M  rrr,  Chairman  Town 

d  to  the  second  chair. 


•.' 

KELL,  P.P.,  a  vole  of  thank,  waa  pu-,,i  to  thi- 
um,  and  the  proc«-  initiated. 


KILKENNY  COUNTY. 

v  meeting  wi i  i.ut   the  opinion   «,f 

'         .  •••.;•• 

,  thr  M;t  J   Jni.i  I.-  < 

u'asreceh  v  : 

1 
"  L'lth   l>e,vml»cr,  1896. 

-    K.-       III    I'CJ.lv   to   \  ii   ,,f    the    ! 

' 

of  t!i-  .il  llclaiion-  Conn,,  !  -MiLrcinente 

whicli  Mill  nrr.  ,-  until  tl»«-  L'«'.tli  d  .nth, 

-liall   he   !  ,.«-li    ;i    incr!in^    of 

hithfuliy, 

6  C'lcrk  of  the  Ui. 

;-  ntly,  at  a  ni»  ame  Board,  the  Clerk  read 

the  following  letter — 

"Th.-i 

"  17th  .lanuar\."   1 

•  'I   wrote   in   l*eply   to   the   romnumieat  ion    ..; 
Kilkenny  Board  of  Guardians  on  the  subject  of  the  holdin. 

ing  to  consider  an<l  <li-cu-^  t  he  lieport  of  the  Financial  llela 

1  tan,  a  statement  has  been  ma<le  in  th<-  iloh 

<        moofl  on    In-half  of   the   (l<.  •    that   (as  I  thin!, 

1\  )  >teps  will  l»e  taken  to  have  a  further  imjuiry  made  into 
r,  and.  ]:endini.'  >ame.   I  do  not  .  it    necessai'N    to 

neameet:  tally, 

"Oi 

"K.  Comerford,  !  k  ..f  the  rni.,n.  Kilkenny." 

• 

Mrni'HY    >aid    pei-hajis   under    th«-   oircan 

would  be  better  post j.one  the   me.-tin^.      They   all   admitted    that 
had  been  very  badly  treated  as  regards  taxation,  and  i: 

hat  the  people  of  the  ci 

of  Kilkenny  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  expressing  1 1 
on  this  matter. 

dropped. 

A  :i  addressed   to  Mr.  C.  J.  Kenealy, 

Clerk,   was  read  at  tl  .ij  of  the  Kilkenny  C<>rpora- 

•  hich  had  joined  in  the  requisition. 


183 

WATERFORO  COUNTY 

was    forwarded   to  His  Grace  the 

of  Deronshii  Ijeutmant  of  Watorfonl,  rv<tu<wtiaf 

to  summon  a  meeting  for  that  important  county.      The 
'y  was  receive*! 

-I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter 
a  copy  of  a  resolution  passed  by  the 

convene  a  public  meeting  to  discuss  the  Repot  Financial 

roost  earrful  orm«idera- 
ular  resolutions  which  I  have  received  from 

'.  and  r*v 

he  request  whirl.  il.«  \  onit.tin.     It  «  : 
ho  Governmn  I*  am  a  member,  at  a 

•arly  date  to  state  in   Pariiam-  -onclusiotiH    • 

:.  th,-  Mii  •.isreport;an<l.  *  fully 

.TI  any  manner  they  may  think  proper,  it  appear*  to  me 

^conslHt  that 

•  >ver  a  meeting  where  view* 

oppos.  .iv  ii-'M  l>y  my  i  nllt«gues  and  myself  may 

i  my 

:    Board,  and  those  who  have 
ions  to  me,  should  adopt  some  mode  of 
question  other  than  *y  means  of  a  meeting   cunven* 


. 

Captain  Wyse  propo^  High  Sheriff  of  the  county 

be  asked  to  convene  a  meeting  to  discuss  the  question.     Water- 

Vhin.1  tiiii.-  in  thin  MM- 

subsctiu'  lained  his  reason 


DERRY     COUNTY 

•-» ret,  BarC,  Downhill.  utenant  of  Derry 

was  requ<  ill  a  meeting  for  that  county.      He  refused  Ui 

comply. 


1 84  ci-Tturat  Inland. 

CAVAN  COUNTY 

THE   various  Boards  of  Guardians  an<l   T<>\\n  ('..mmi 
the  County  Cavan  co-operated   with  Law  Board  in 

requesting  the  Earl  of  Lanesborough,    1  itenanl   ..f  the 

county,  to  convene  a  county  meeting  in  Cavan  to  consider  tin; 
Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Commission.  His  Lord  hip 
declined  to  comply. 


WESTMEATH  COUNTY. 

IN  reply  to   a  very   influential    requisition   re.|iicMin'_:  hi:u   to 
summon  a  meeting  for  County  Westmeath,  the  Loixl   Li« -ui- 
of  the  County,  F.  T.  Dames  Longworth,  replied  :— 

"  Glynwood,  Athlone. 
"DEAR  SIR, — I  am  in  receipt  of  yours, enclosing  resolution  of 

helvin    Hoard  of  Guardians,  a-kinu   me  to  convene  ;i  jail-lie, 
>discus8  the  Report  of  the  Financial  Coinmi  — ion,  and 
in    reply    1    have  to  say  that  I  am  leaving  Ireland  for 
and  could  not  do  so   in  that   time.     The  whole  matter  will  ho 
ussed  in  Parliament  next  week,  which  seems  to  be 
the  proper  place. — Yours  faithfully, 

"FRANCIS  T.  DAMES  LONGWORTH.' 

Eight   requisition  forms  numerously    signed  were  forwarded 
from  the    Mullingar  Union  to  Lord  Castlemaine,  locum 
Lieutenant  of   the  County,  asking  him  to  call  a  meeting.      Mis 
Lordship  at  first  consented,  but  then  declined  when  a 
fixed  for   the   Parliamentary  discussion.      A  meeting  was  sub- 
sequently held  under  the  presidency  of  Lord  Greville. 


WICKLOW  COUNTY. 

THK  local  Boards  of  Wick  low  forwarded  a  requisition  to  tin- 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County,  the  Earl  of  Carysfort,  requ< 
him  to  summon  a  meeting  for  the  consideration  of  the  Financial 
Report.  He  declined  and  application  was  then  made  to  t  he  J 1  i  •_'  h 
Sheriff,  Sir  Henry  Cochrane,  but  that  gentleman  declined  on  the 
ground  that  the  matter  was  coming  before  Parliament  im- 
mediately. 


u/i/y  U  tiling  t.  185 

DONEGAL     COUNTY. 

AT  a  v  meeting  of  the  Letlerkenny  Board  of  Gu«nlUiu, 

<xm*i*t  ing  of  i  .  a  K  an<  1 

vd,  D.L,  prying—  the  following  rwoluii.m 


!io  Board  of  CJtmr.  he  Lotterkenny  Union  <W 

undone  the  request  which  luu  almiy  been  made  to  His  Grace 
the  Duke  of  Aberoorn,  Lord  Lirutriiant  of  the  County  Donegal, 
t..  OOOT8M  .1  ...unt\   BMaMM  t  .....  arid  f  MM  -  Bftl  report  ..f  the 
KrUtionj  Oommiarion,  M  the  Gtunluuui  eonaidr> 

r  is  of  pressing   iu»|«.runc»«.     And   thai  a  copy  of 
resolution  be  forward^  i  •  irace  the  Duke  of  Abercort 


TIPPERARY    COUNTY 

TUB  Mayor  of  Clmum-l  f.»rwarded  a   requUition  to  the  Right 

the  Earl  do  Monult,  Her  Majesty's  Lieutenant  of  the 
Coun  i-ary,  to  call  a  meeting  for  the  discussion  of  the 

Financial  Relations  question.  The  requisition  was  signed  1 

r  (Alderman  Burke:,  and  bore  the  signatures  of  about  200 
Utants  of  all  clsnies  and  creeds.  The 

rary,  Cashel,  Nenagh,  and  other  local  Boards  also  forwarded 

us.      Lord  de  Montalt,  however,  refused  to  act.      Sub- 

sequent  ly  a  meeting  was  held  in  Nenagh  for  North  Tipperary, 

V.  Parker  in  the  Chair. 


MAYO    COUNTY 

AT  a  meeting  of  the  Went  port   Board  of  Guardians  and  the 
Ballina  Board  of  Guardians  resolutions  were  unanimously  carried 
asking  the  Earl  of  Arran,  as  Lord  Ueutanant  of  the  i 
convene  a  county  meeting  at  Castiebar,  on  the  over-taxation  of 
Ireki  •  lordUhip  replied  exprassing  his  readiness  to  comply 

request;  but  suggesting  that,  as  the  matter  was  shortly 

be  questioned 
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.'1    the   a; 

ea  LHVNV  the  C<  of  County  Delegates  which  wa« 

i',  Dublin,  on    tin-  i'i-l.ni.-irv. 

•    "    "t'    the    thii't;. 

-onted,  and   almost   a   moiety   of   the   representation   was 
i  .     The  chair  was  ta  hft  Karl  of  Mayo  (I 

County   Kild;i  >  :idrd: — 

Cnli! MI I-M.  Baru  Cork;  A.  E.    I 
..M,    Longford  !'.     M.    O'Callagl 

M;dl<.w,  Cork  .in-,',  T.C.,  Blackrock,    Dublin  ;  .l«.lm 

••.     Drumc  ndra,    l)iil)lin;  J.    G.    Coburn,    T.C.,   Banl.; 

,:  l)a\iil  Dcraoghne,  J.P.,  chairman   Aih 

lone    Guardian   .     V.  .1.1*..  chairman 

.ih  :    F.  P.  K.  Pnrtrr,  T.( '.,   Skihlx-n  ,       - 
Rev.   Dean   Kelly,  Athlone,   delegate 

Mr.  M.  Cusack,  Mayor  of  Limerick  :  II.  Fo^a 
•mas  M 'Govern,  J.P.,   Bawnboy 

.J.  11.  i,  J.P.,  Eden,   Gks  -innan  Glenti      I 

.ral ;  Major  1. 

Loftus  Bryan,  1>  0,    II.   Pea- 

•-,  J.P.,  Belin..-  -rd  ;  T.    F/ L  .'1'..   Ki.: 

coe,  J.P.,   Killu(,, 

•  i. P.,  Beauparc,  Navan,    M-  [ichael    A.   i^i-anlan, 

T.C.,   Km. iv,  Clare;  Charles  M.   O'Conor,   D.L.,    Mount  J)mid, 
1          -rea,  del  :  -I.  1! .  I'..  Newman, 

Dromore  House,   Mallow,   Cork;  Robert  Sanders,  J. P.,  SHU 

illc,  Cork;  Thomas  Malone,  J.P.,  chairman 
Drogheda  Uni-m.  L«.uth;  Joseph  Glennon,  T.C.,  Blackrock, 
Dublin;  Daniel  J.  Wilson,  Count  Plunkett,  V.  B.  Dillon,  .  -x- 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  ;  Sir  Robert  Jackson,  ci 
Commissioners;  C.  J.  Dunn,  Chamber  of  Cmmm-m •.  Cork  :  M. 
J.  Byrne,  Ir 

Blackrock:    A.  .1.    Kettle,    Artam-.    Dublin:   Henry    K.Lraii,  .1.1'., 
Tullamor.  .  County;    James     Hav. -.    .!!'.,     Tulli 

King's   C  Charles    A.    O'Connor,    Q.C.  :     Art  Inn     W. 

Samuels,     Q.C.  ;    Bernard    Daly.    J.P.,     Hi-h    Sh«  ritl     K 
County;    Dr.    M*Cartby,    \V«-i;.  i<l,     Dul, 

'      . -hainnan     I  )un-hau-_fhlin    Uni(.:  ':     Ald«-r- 

ikrnnv,   d 

Kilkenny  Corporation  and    I 
Henry  Bruen,  Her  Majesty's  Lieutenant.  Co.  Carlow;  Mi 


.'.t:j     .I/,  |gjr 

nan     Town   CntMriarfftneri, 


.'uuiuiu.  1>.L.,  Co.  1   Ur,    .  It.    J.  K.-lh.    I:  L       l»u    U       \V 

mes,   .  lOMnmon;    Patrkl 

v 

Co.  Meath;  J.  Cu.  n.  secreUrv    Daadalk 

iH-rce,  si 

UOn; 

iitiirman   North   1 
Jackson,   Blaokrock,    C 
kmacroNS,  Monaghan  ;  Jo)  <  Uinnan 

OMfO.BMtl  Ucmulay, 

:ig  resolutaon   was    proposed  by  the  Rev.  Father 
O'Callagban,  Mallow,  seconded  I  -  nert  Sanders,  J.  P.,  and 


tins   iii.-.-t:i.-  is  «,f  opinion  that  a  convention  of 
senta-  KM,  citiess  borooghis  boards  of  guardian*, 

iier   reproaenUttve  bodiot,  emhracii 
it  an  earl/  date,  and  that  a  oommittee  ba 
:  the  neoeamrj  arrange- 


a  oonaequent  ratolutioo,  the  ibUowiag 

..led:— 

toen  present  be  added  t-.  t%,,-  Mansion  HOQM 

<  f,  and  that  the  committee  so  constitu  r  to 

iiuniber,  be  i]  .  to  cany  oat  the  foregoing 

TUB   PBOrOSED    XI W    COMMUMIOV. 

Majesty's  Lieutenant^  Count  v  i  '.irl. .w,  s6oaodp>  > 

ather  O'CaJUghan,  it  wm* 


-  opinion  of  this  representative 

•f  a  further 
again  -  the  particular  matters  reported  on  by  tho 

•iimissionfln,  and  we  call  upon  the  Fsiiiamrnlai 
presentativcs  of  Ireland  to  protest  against  any  dbrt  to  discredit 


The  Over-T  W. 

tin*  findings  of  th<    i  i;  Oommiarioa     \v. 

call  upon  the   Iri«h   i.  pi,  Ixxiies  to  express  a  strong 

cj.iiiion  upon  tins  p., int.  and  that  coj.irx  of  this  ivxoluti.>n  1 ,. 

to  the   Priino    Mini-l.T.    tl,.     i  !l,,r    <»f   i\\>-    Kxrh.'.pirr.    ||H. 

:  Secretary  for  uid  the  other  members  of  the  House* 

of  Lords  and  Commons." 

On  th«-  motion  ,,f  Mr.  C.  H.  IV.-irorkc,  J.P.,  Wext 
by  tin-  KL'hi    H"i».  Hrnry   r.rurn,  it    wax   iinaniniou-lv    iwnhrd  : 
— "That   a   subscription    list    be   opened."     A  Dunilnr  of  .Mil) 
scriptions  were  hand* -d  in. 

Riu'ht  Hon.  the  Lord  Mayor  wired  from  the   I 
nons: — "Chairman  Financial  Relation x  Commit tr.  .  M 
e.     Appointing  second  Commission  looked  on  as  at t «•  m j . t  i n ^ 
to  shelve    Kinan.-ial    H.-latioi^    «|u.-st ion.     Strongly    reoomi 
conference  to  fix   date   of   i>ul>li.-    jin-i-iin.ij    !»th    .M.n.-h. 
Mayor." 

Letters  of  regret  were  read  from  the  Most  Rev.  Dr.    r'«.lt\, 

•j,  of  Kil.laiv,  and  id.-  Ili-ht  Hon.  The  O'Coimi   Don. 
It  was  finally  settled  that  the   new  committee  should  met 
three  o'clock  this  afternoon. 


THE  NATIONAL  COMMITTEE. 

A  meeting  of  the  "  All-Ireland  "  Committee,  appointed  at  the 
Conference  of  the  9th  February,  was  held  on  the  I'Jih  of 
February  at  the  Mansion  House,  Mr.  H.  V.  Macnamara,  l> .  L, 
Clare,  in  the  chair.  There  were  also  present — Messrs.  V.  I'.. 
Dillon,  ex-Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin;  Alderman  M.  M.  Murj.hy, 
Solicitor,  Kilkenny;  George  Brown,  D.L.,  Mayo;  A.  .1.  K 

ie  ;  W.  H.  Cobbe,  J.P.,  Chairman  Mountmellic  k     l"ni..n; 
Robert  Sanders,  J.P.,  Charleville;  R.  J.  Kelly,  Count  Plun 
Major  G.  Hamilton  Johnston,  J.P.,   Chairman  (Unities  Union, 
Donegal ;  and  Thomas  Kennedy. 

Letters  were  read  from  the  Right  Hon.  the  Lord  Mayor,  the 
Right  Hon.  Horace  Plunkett,  M.P. ;  John  Dillon,  M.P. ;  William 
Field,  M.P. ;  A.  W.  Samuels,  Q.C. ;  and  D.  J.  Wilson. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wrote  acknowledging 
receipt  of  the  resolution  of  Tuesday's  All-Ireland  Confer. 

Mr.  A.  E.  Edgeworth,  D.L.,  wrote  suggesting  that  1 1«  i 
district  asylums  and  secretaries  of  grand  juries  should  be  suj.j.li. d 
with  copies  of  Mr.  Bruen's  resolution  of  the  llth  inst. 

Two    unanimous    resolutions    from     the     Disti  '.um, 

Mullingar,  one  naming  Lord  Greville  and  Mr.  Tli«.ma>   .Malicr, 
J.P.,  P.L.G.,  delegates  to  the  proposed  Convention;  tin- 
protesting  against  any  effort  to  shelve  or  discredit  the  findi; 
the  late  Royal  Commission,  were  also  read. 


'/  County  Meeting  t.  189 

Hie  following  resolution*  were  imanimrmaly  adopted  :— 

t  protaeta  again*  the  appoinlBMn*  of  a 
•-•  any  matter*  already 
ud  reported  on  by  the 

f  ally  svm|«ulu,,iii;*ith  the  ftnar 

Scotland,  we  eonaider  tlut,  Uving  regard  to  the  report  of  the 

Ireland  an* 


lat.   K.'val  Oommiimon,  thnr  clamtof  Ireland  an*  prior 

to,  and*  .hould  not  be  delayed  for,  or  oomplkatod  «itl.,  th.^eol 
." 

M«  of  the  reference  to  the  propoatd  Cbmmiarfon 
on  expenditure  common  to  EngUtul,  Ireland,  and  Scotland  are 
•KMt  unfair  and  unjust  to  Ireland. 

That  oopiea  of  the  foregoing  resolution*  be  eent  to  the  Prime 

'I 

iinonaly  reaolred  to  reqne«t  all  repreari 
l.-in.l  t.»|iaMi«aolutions  similar  to  tboeepaawi  <'om- 

.  an.l  tin  11  t.»  aend  oopiea  to  >  the  Secretary,  Manoon  Howe, 

and  to  Parliamentary  ni|*cimtilin« 


o    ] 


-'LARATIONS  OF  PUBLIC  BODIES. 


castration  of  public  oj>i:ii»n  UI><»M  th<*  Pi"]»ort    «>f  th»- 

• 

m  and  Boards.     Amon^  '  to  movr 

the  Drogheda  Corporation,  the  Drogheda  Board  of  < ; 
•in<l  --Mick  Board  of  Guardians.     Ti. 

..•ly  adofi 

from  \\liicli  ivs< .hit ions  have  bn-n   j.ul.l 
are: — 

(1.)  The  following  Corporations: — Drogheda,    I)ul>' 

Limerick,  <  'I'-mm-i.  c'«.i-k.  »rd. 

)  The  following  Municipal  OuuniK  ;m«]  Town-hip 
sions  : — (i  .    You.u'hal,   .Mountindlii-k,    MaryliMi-ou. 

,  Mitchelstown,  Kilrush,  Carlow,   Listov  blebar, 

Kill; 

i   ),  Bray  (U),  Kingstown  (U),  Bl  (  U),  Peml 

Atlilone,   Dundalk,   Ballybay  (U),  Lurgan  (U),  Clonakih y, 
iport,  Enniskillen  (U),  Omagh. 

(3.)  The  following  Boards  of  Guardians :— Belfa       I 
Celbridge,   \\".-xf.>i-«l,    A  I   ),    Mullinirar,  .Midlctn;,.   \\ 

.  mon,    Carrick-on-Suir,    Carlow 
\thlonc,    I-  .     Mullinirar,    Tullantorr,    ( ' 

Mlown  (U),  Letterkrm  .y,  Edenderry. 

perary,  Naas,  Clogheen,  Kilk.-iiny,  Waterford,  Dungarvan,  Clare- 
morris,   Westport,   Ballina,   Loughrea,  Dundalk,  C  .iiina- 

Magherafelt  (U),  Navan,  Londonderry,  Lisnaskea,  K-  / 
Clonakilty,  Carrick-on-Shannon,   Newry,  Strokestown,    Cli. 
all,  <kc. 

'  The  Clare,  Donegal,  Limorick,  and  other  Asylum  Bom 
v'icklow  Harbour  Commissioners  ;  the  Claiv,  Kill;i 
other  Presentment  Sessions,  «kc.  , 

The  proceedings    at  the  Dublin  Council,  the  Belfast  I» 

i  he  Letterkenny  District  As vl un i   ilonnl,   and   the 
Granapd  Board  of  Guardians  presc»nt  special  features  of  int 
aud  are,  therefore,  included  in  th«  ]» resent  reo 


THE    DUBLIN    MUNICIPAL    COUNCIL 

question  waa  diacua*ed  in  the  Dublin  MiuriaipaJ  OiHiHfilt 
I 
lu«  b  -  ii  presided.     Present  at  roll  call  :— 

he  Rk  -rd  Mayor  .CotmdUor  Joseph  If  •ichin««i 

mas    1>    I          Robert    O'Reilly,     Laurence    .V 

.1      ,  ,  N; 

•  if  an.1, 

.    ,  ki.  I         V         ,;•  I        i    .    I:.      •     ;;          .:  ! 

m-.ifi.  .11'.  ;  J..I  ii    K.-nn.   !..    l:,.  !.n  IT.-!-      ('.,  indU   -      - 

lompoon,  J.P.  ;  Pa 
refer    O'liara,   TliumoM    Lrarhan, 

HMNI  t    KMM  Ijj   i-i'"  BM  i  '  •    .  i'    ^  ••  •'     v' 

;.h  Do*™*,  J  r    \n\''.   |.,-,i  T-ilkm, 

Chrte  ph»  Grimes,  William  II.  Beard  wood,  OK, 

•i      i      .•;->. 


K.-|H,rt  ...  the   l-'jn  moiaj  ReJ  Atom  «'  .mn.        •,.  •         •      •      . 
M  attention  of  her  Majevty's  Oorernmetr 
IOQ  be  ma«I«'  f«»r  th 

that    * 

acconianco  with  the  finding*  of  the  report  ;  and  that  cornea  of 

l.mbewof  rV 
Municipal  and   Poor   LAW  Boards    in    Ireland."     He  nai- 

II    thr      Fi' 

taut  publications  n-l.i'in-  t..  Iri-lnnd  \\hirh  had  ever  been  ivoed. 

nature  of  this  burden  of  cxecanre  tax- 
ation i.u.-ht  iH^bestexemplifiedbyaaying  that  for  thepant 


it  be  best  exemplified  by  aayuig  thai  for  thepaat  • 
yean  Ireland   had  paid,  on  veat  estimate,  JBIOQ.006,000 

more  than  her  just  %nd  fair  proportion.     And  aa  long  a> 


m%ht  K 


drain  was  a 

j.r..-i--riTv  of    In-Lin-i  m i 

there  must  be  reati 

would  not  bring  them  justice.     It  became  the  duty  of  all  1 

men,  no  matter  what  their  creed  or  politic* 

had  the  welfare  of  their  country  at  heart,  to 


Oi-cr-Tajation  of  Ireland. 

concerted  action  and  otherwise,  to  have  the  taxation   ,M*  Ireland 
readjusted   on   an    honest   and   fair  basis.     He  \\..uld  suggest 

r « »rmation  of  a  committee  to  take  the  necessary  steps  to 
the   views   of    all   classes   of    the    citizens  in    public    m< 
assembled  at  the  Mansion  House  or  elsewhere,  im 
Government  an«l  the  Irish  members  of  Parliament,  in  «.nlrr  that 
justice  might  be  done. 

SIB  ROBERT  SEXTON  (Unionist)  said  he  had  very  mm  h  pleasure 
in  seconding    the  resolution.       All   this  excessive  taxation 

m  to  the  Liberal  Party.     It  \- . .,     M  r,  Gladstone  win.  imposed 

icome  tax  on  Ireland.      It  was  a  fallacy  to  suppose  tl 
person    having  £500    a  year    in     Ireland  should     pay   ii. 
tax    on    it    because    a    man    having    a    similar    in«im*      in 
England     paid    income    tax.       It    was    taking    a    drain    out 
of    the    country.       This    was    what    the    Liberal    Pait\ 
been  doing  for  the  last  forty  years.       They  ought  to  do  e 
they  could  to  make  the  Government  u'iw  them  some  restitution. 

Mr.  O'MKARA.  said  they  had  to-day  a  common  platform, 
although  they  might  not  go  to  the  extremes  which  Lord  Cast  let  own 
shadowed  forth  in  that  day's  Press,  yet  they  could  all  join  together  in 
proclaiming  tin- injustice  that  had  been  done  to  their  country,  ami 
unitrto^rther  in  getting  it  repaired.  No  history  of  Ireland  wa 

•  "ii  which  would  exercise  a  greater  influence  on  the  future  of 
their  country  than  this  Report,  and  its  influence  would  be  all  the 
greater  because  its  tale  of  plunder  had  been  testified  to    by 
Englishmen  themselves  and  sustained  by  the  weight  of  c\ 
evidence.     Every  Irishman  owed  to  those  who    initiated 
('. 'inmUsion — to  every  member  of    it,   and   especially    to 
Lough,   The  O'Conor  Don,  Mr.  Sexton,  and  Mr.   Redmond,  a 
large  measure  of  gratitude  for  the  lucid  manner   in   which  the 

had  been  sifted  and  shown,  and  for  the  honesty  of  purpose 
which  every  page  of  the  evidence  shows  was  brought  to  bear  1«\ 
them  on  the  difficult  and  intricate  investigation.  At  the 

i ling  of  the  century  the  Briton  paid  £4  13«.  4d.  per 
taxation;  the  Irishman  14s.  6d.  per  head.     But  after  a  <•»•:. 

KnirlMiman's  contribution  went  down  to  £2  4s.  per  1 
and  the  Irishman's  went  up  to  £1  8*.  IQd.  Did  Great  Britain 
or  Ireland  reap  the  greater  benefit  from  the  contribution  of  each 
to  Imperial  expenses  ?  It  was  a  magnificent  thing  for  England 
and  Scotland  to  have  a  great  Imperial  service— the  army,  the 
navy,  the  diplomatic  and  consular  services ;  but  what  had  it  done 
for  Ireland?  It  meant  the  expenditure  every  year  upon  employ- 
in  British  dockyards  and  arsenals,  and  it  meant 

ing  up  of  markets  for  British  goods  in  all  parts  of  the  « 
But  in  Ireland  it  had  hitherto  meant  depleted  population,  r 
industries,  and  destitution  over  a  great  part  of  the  land. 

Mr.  BROWN  (Unionist)  said  he  admitted  the  justice  of  much  of 


Declaration*  or  193 

what  had  been  arid  on  this  subject.    He  believed  that  every 
of  patriotic  instinote  woald  join  in  trying  to  obtain  a  rei 
ment  of  the  financial  condition  of  the  country.     Ireland 

iad  been  on  the  down  grade  for  many  jean.  The  greet 
wealth  of  England  enabled  her  to  bear  a  taxation  of  or>< 
her  income  without  difficulty  ;  bat  in  Ireland,  owing  u,  their 
poverty,  the  taxation  had  proved  a  burden  much  greater  than 
they  could  bear.  There  waa  no  margin  oat  of  which  to  pay  the 
exeeei  taxation  referred  to  in  the  report  of  the  Financial  Relate* 


Hon.  ALDERMAX  MEADE,  P.C.,  said  the  Report  of  the 


......         .   |  .       | 


:..:..  /..•'.  "  •       ,  • 

elvw,    the  minimum   charge    bring   the* 
thia  poor  country  two  and  three-quarter 

rn-   «-Mt  i'  '•  •'  i  t".       Mr.  '1  :.•!;!  i-  ^-  \'-  • 


urn- 

ection  they  most  all  respect,  had  said 


eand.  The  verdict  wat  found,  however,  that 
artner  had  taken  two  and  three-quarter  million* 
rtoer  waa  entitled  to.  They  had  al  way*  heard 

l.-in.l  \vasa.lni-ii|...n  F.iu'I.ui.l.  .'ii.-i  M-  Balte) 
light  rail  wart,  would  have  had  it  believed  that 

*J^    4^    m'JlinK     f  Kft    rMM"Mll>    WMMVI    tlf&    IWI^t^Mi 

wheme  if  the  Iriah  people  found  thai  ther 

..-•••      ,,        •    •  -..    -  .   :. 

had  the  advantage  of  that  amount,  they  ooold, 
orka,  piera,  harbours,  and  everything  neocwary 
nt  of  the  country,  to-day  be  in  a  very  diflerent 

h  they  occupied. 
•aid  that  from  the  Report  of  the  Financial 

rion  two  words  stood  forth  prominently,  which 
1.^1  j      __j_  __j  *t_  __  ^^  ...          .  , 

.    .  :     .  :  •,-.:•..         .... 


had  no w  an  admirable  platform,  on  which 
i  ooold  unite.  The  Oomervalive  member* 
rely  follow  the  noble  example  set  to  then 

•.:•••.:•  .•        •    !        .      . 

.   ...-.-•  :    :  .:  .'    :     .; 

,      .-    :•.-.-:,:'•  '        •.    :.      . 

i  meeting  to  conclude  without 
t  in  Cork  on  Saturday.    The 
e  mistaken  in  tin*  matt.  r.     Tho 
made  clear,  and  he  for  one  wee  not  afraid 


° 

md  hesitated  to  tro.M •  thi*  question  in  a  broad  spirit 

<-e,  the  people  1,  in.-],, ,  tive  Of  creed 

and  religion,  would  make  the   1'ritish  <;,,v.  i  :     l.-md 

•ii.l.'    l.y    i   fusing  to  pay  all  taxes  1« 
purposes. 

IRANR  (Unionist)  said  it  went  without  an 

•i  OMily  treated  in  the  matter  of  ta\ 

and  In-  t  h«  m^'ht  they  should  do  what  they  could  to  get  tin-  n 
wrongly  taken  from   them  returned.     He  was  sure 
members  of  the  Corporation  would  rally  round  tin-   Li.nl  Mayor 
in  order  to  endeavour  to  bring  about  a  better  state  « 

PILE  said  he  hoped,  in  vi.-w  of  the  i  thi* 

tribunal  practically  In-tilr  to    Ireland   had   In  edict 

vour  of  Ireland,  that  Englishmen  would  see  the  necessity  of 
•i:»  this  question  in  a  fair  and  reasonable  way. 

roll  was  called,  and  forty  members  answered  to  their 
names. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted,  forty  members  being 
present. 


PETITION  TO  PARLIAMENT, 

AT  the  meeting  of  the  Dublin  Council  on  Monday,  March  1st, 

SIR  ROBERT  SEXTON  (Unionist) moved  that  a  petition  be  prepared 
and  presented  on  behalf  of  the  Corporation  at  the  bar  of  the 
House  of  Commons  praying  Parliament  to  give  legislative  effect  to 
the  recommendation  contained  in  the  Report  of  the  Financial 
Relations  Commission,  He  said  that  since  he  put  the  notice  on 
the  paper  his  attention  was  drawn  by  the  Town  Clerk  to  the 
omission  from  it  of  the  words — "  That  all  the  expenses  in  connt 
with  it  be  paid  out  of  the  Borough  Fund."  With  the  permission 
of  the  House  he  would  add  these  words.  As  the  chi<  f  municipal 
body  in  the  country  he  held  that  it  was  for  them  to  present  this 
petition  at  the  bar  of  the  House.  He  did  not  propose  the  resolu- 
tion with  a  view  to  raising  a  discussion,  which  ho  thought  was 
quite  unnecessary. 

The  HIGH  SHERIFF  seconded  the  motion. 

ALDERMAN  MEADE  proposed  that  the  Lord  Mayor  and  Officers 
should   attend   in   full  state,  and   as  many  members  as   < 
accompany  them. 

-Mr.  TALLON  seconded  the  proposition. 

M  r.  IRELAND  said  it  was  most  important  that  all  sides  of  the 
House  should  be  represented  on  the  deputation  and  that  as  many 
members  as  possible  should  go. 

The 'motion  of  Alderman  Sexton,  with  the  addition  \>r  >\ 
by  Alderman  Meade,  was  carried  unanimously. 
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BELFAST    BOARD   OF    GUARDIANS 

AT  a  lifting  of  the  Belfast  Board  of  GtwnlUn-  UM  CVrk  read 
the  renulution  o!  the  Dublin  Corporation,  stating 

•  That  U»  excessive  taxation  of  Ireland  di*c!«»«*l    by  the 

nl     K.UtiOM    r,,i,,ii,iHsi(l|1    ,1.  ltd    th«- 

1  serious  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  <;..\rrnro*nt, 
that  I-.M  it  ut  ion  be  made  for  the  injustice  of  the  part." 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Morgan,  seconded  by  Mr.  Morekod,  U» 
resolution  was  ado; 


D.I 


DONEGAL  ASYLUM  BOARD. 

ie  rVoomber  monthly  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Gorcrnoni 
i  Letterkennj  Di«t  itic  Asylum,  Mr.  W.  H.  Boyd, 

praiiding,  the  rpport  of  mcial  Ralatione 

fiv  <liHou-*ol,  with  thi*  rr-uit  thnt  a   rrvilutimi    w 


!M    V      •  read  the  f  Uo«  in  : 

••  That  as  it  appears  the  Final 
reported  that  Ireland  is  overtax* 

the  taxpayers  somewha 

I,      .     :      ,  :.    .-.    '.    '    -:.      :•    -    ,;•  B   I 

md  out  of  Imperil 
BISHOP  OP  KAPH 

public  imjH>rtance. 


!: 


RK 


in  part  and 
future  they 


was  needless  t 
vernors  touched  on  a 


M  A  REMEDY. 


ld  be  ouuide  their  province  and  taeir 
ys  in  which  the  great  sarahane  of  t  »o 
nev  should  be  dealt  with  at  this  «t*M. 
hich  concerned    immediately  the 

es  of  politics  and  parties. 
it  be  in  many  respecta,  and 

.  •     .      .      •      : 
iTed  he  was  within  the  fisots 

::        .  .   :      •  .'.... 

8  poor  a  eimaiderable  som 
'  eess.  which  was  levied  on 
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every  the    over-taxed    householders    of   the    country. 

Accordingly,  if  they  should  adopt  in  substance,  as  he  was  sure 
ho  resolution  of  the  Ennis  Board,  and  join  them  in 
pointing  out  how  equitable  a  relief  it  would  be  for  the  taxpayers, 
so  far  as  it  went,  by  the  Treasury  undertaking  the  whole  charge 
and  expenditure  of  the  insane  poor  in  Ireland,  he  thou 
as  a  public  board,  should  join  their  voice  in  that  domain!  that 
was  now  going  up  from  every  quarter  of  the  country  and  fn.ni 
every  class  in  the  community  for  complete  justice  to  Ireland  in 
the  matter  of  taxation.  Every  class  in  the  community  was 
weighed  down  by  the  burden  of  taxation,  and  they  all  knew  t  hat 
struggling  industries  were  sadly  behind.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  in  the  forefront  of  their  resolution  they  should  present  a 
respectful  but  strong  statement  of  their  claim  for  justice  to  the 
Irish  taxpayer,  at  least  up  to  the  amount  of  what  the  justly 
zealous  custodians  of  the  British  Treasury  considered  to  be  < 

THE   FACTS    OP  THE   COMMISSION. 

Perhaps  he  would  be  permitted  to  remind  the  board  of  a  few 
facts  connected  with  the  most  important  Financial  Relations 
Commission.  It  was  appointed  in  the  Imperial  Parliament 
without  a  dissentient  voice,  and  the  reference  to  it  was  unani- 
mously made.  It  was  strongly  manned  from  all  political  parties, 
and,  needless  to  say,  the  Treasury  was  represented  upon  it. 
Now,  the  members  of  that  Commission  had  sent  in  many  reports 
that  were  of  great  interest,  and  there  was  a  report  from  tin 
Commission  itself  practically  signed  by  all  the  members  of  the 
Commission,  and  it  was  also  signed  by  all  the  Irish  members  of 
Parliament,  including  Mr.  Wolff,  of  Belfast;  Mr.  Blake,  Mr. 
Redmond,  and  Mr.  Sexton;  but  what  was  perhaps  of  more 
importance  with  a  view  to  practical  results  was  that  the  report 
was  also  endorsed  by  the  experts  of  the  Treasury,  who  joined 
with  the  Irish  members  in  saying  that  the  Irish  taxpayers  were 
surcharged  to  the  extent  of  two  and  a  half  millions. 

MR.  SEXTON'S  SERVICES. 

For  his  own  part  he  looked  upon  it  as  a  national  loss  that  Mr. 
Thomas  Sexton,  who,  above  every  other  member  of  the  Commis- 
sion, made  the  case  of  the  Irish  taxpayer,  and  who  himself  pre- 
sented a  profound  report,  in  which  he  made  good  a  claim  of 
millions  for  them  of  over-taxation,  was  no  longer  in  Parli;;; 
Mr.  Sexton  shed  a  light  on  the  dark  recesses  of  that  question 
which  had  given  many  difficulties.  At  the  same  time  it  seemed 
to  him  that  if  they  all  acted  together  and  demanded  nothing  but 
justice  it  would  be  very  difficult  indeed,  considering  all  the  facts, 
to  refuse  what  they  so  much  needed.  It  would  seem  strange,  yet 
it  was  a  fact,  that  while  Ireland  was  one  -of  the  poorest  countries 


Declarations  of 
<  ope  and  England  the  rich«t,  and  while  the  income  of  the 

Iri-h'n  i;i  VSJ  -i  !!.•!!.••...-:..        •          :         •       •    v       •    •  • 

>uu>  should  practically 

in\.    •   •  j-i\    n-,  in  :•  b  1MB      •  •    r-r  !.:  .11  H  •'.-     '  .     .         ||".- 


to  pay  at  much  taxes  man  lor  man  aa  the  Englishman, 
therefore  moved  : — 


between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  hat  reported  that  Ireland's 
taxable  value  U  not  over  ft  twentieth  of  that  of  Croat  Britain, 
iiat  Ireland  is  consequently  overtaxed  between  two  and  three 
km  itarttnf  pjranttns,  th-  Qownon  rflki  i>  •  pri  Dlai     • 


Asylum  n-ipeot fully  represent  to  Her  Hajesty'i  GoYernment  that 
istioa,  reaching  at  the  very  least  up  to  the  award  of  the 


poor  in  Ireland  is,  so  far  aa  it  goes, 


•    ..       -•:..    •         .     ;r-       '       .'  .',  '      :    !         •  .':    ' 

are  also  of  opinion  that  the  remission  out  of  past  surcharges  in 
taxation,  of  instalments  still  due  in  building  and  equipment  loans 
lor  asylums,  would  be  a  most  useful  application  of  some  of  the 
moneys  overpaid  by  Ireland,  and  they  would  gladly  co-operate 
with  t h«  other  asylum  boards  of  the  country  in  bringing 
the  notice  of  the  Chief  Secretary  the  manner  in  which  the 
remission  of  charges  in  connection  with  the  insane  poor, 
so  many  as  76  per  cent  are  dangerous  lunatics,  would 
•teryhoonhokUr.11 


Rev.  Dr.  MORRIS  (Unionist)  had  much  pleasure  in  seonoding 
thi-  raaofasion, 

The  CII.VIRMAN  (Unionist)  said  he  had  great  pleasure  in  sup- 
porting  the  resolution.  It  had  been  very  admirably  drafted  by 
Dr.  O'Donnell,  who  covered  the  whole  ground. 

Rev.  Mr.  M-UKIDB  said  he  thought  the  suggestion  of  the  Chair- 
xcellent  one,  that  the  resolution  should  be  sent  to 


man  a 


of  the  other  asylums,  so  that  if  possible  there  would  be  a 
front  in  having  their  views  carried  out     He  should  say  he  was 
:  lino    with  the  motion  made   by   his 

Dr.  (» 


copies  of  the  resolution,  aa  suggested,  should  be  sent  to  the  Chief 
Secretary,  to  the  members  of  the  other  asylum  boards  asking 
their  cooperation,  and  also  to  the  four  Members  of  Pariiamcma 

f  T   1>  •:,    g  .'. 
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REPRESENTATIVE    BODIES    AND 
MR.    SEXTON. 

<>f  the  most  significant  evidences  of  the  complete  ol>! 
tion  of  party  lines  and  prejudices  by  the  movement  has  her 
general  and  generous  reoogn  t  he  services  rendered  by  Mr. 

Sexton  to  hi*  country  by  his  labours  on  the  Commission, 
meeti  •  Granard  Board  <>t'  i us  early  in  .! 

resolution  was  passed  on  the  motion  of  a  Conservative  l.ui'll-.r. I, 
Mr.  Edgeworth,  thanking  Mr.  Sexton  f-  >i  ln>  labours,  and  n-  , 
ing  him  to  return  to  Parliament  to  take  part  in  the  discuss  i 
the  subject.     The  resolution  was  widely  adopted,  amongst  <> 
by  several    Unions  and  Boards,  and  on  the  motion  of  Uni 

liers  of  the  different  bodies.  Subsequently  Mr.  Edgc\ 
addressed  the  following  letter  to  the  Press  : — 

"  Edge  worths  town,  Ireland, 

"January  28th,  1897. 

"  SIR, — As  ray  Granard  resolution  has  now  nearly  accompli 
the  circuit  of  Ireland,  '  from  the  centre  to  the  sea,'  and  has  been 
eagerly  adopted  by  almost  every  board  in  the  country,   tin 
proving  conclusively  that  all  classes  of  the  Iri-h  nut  i«  >n  demand  Mr. 
Sexton's  return  to  Parliament,  I  hope  that  a  public  announcement 
to  that  effect  will  soon  be  made  by  him.    Ireland  will  iv<|uin   the 
assistance  of  all  her  sons  in  the  life  and  death  struggle  which  i .  i  h  i 
minent  against  the  unj  ust  and  monstrous  excess  of  taxation,  which, 
like  a  severed  artery,  is  draining  away  her  life  blood.     Therefore 
patriotism  and   his   plain   duty   to   his   country  should  induce 
Mr.  Sexton,  who  is  so  pre-eminently  well  equipped  to  help  ni 
juncture,  to  put  on  one  side  all  other  considerations  and  become 
the  champion  of  redress  and  restitution.     Mr.  A.  J.    lia'i 
proposal  to  appoint  another  Commission,  doubtless  designed  as  a 
subterfuge  and  to  mark  time,  seems  to  me  to  involve  a  distinct 
breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of  the  Unionist  Government.     In 
granting  the  re-appointment  of  the  Commission,  largely  due  to 
the  perseverance  and  ability  of  Mr.  Sexton,    Mr.  Coschen  de- 
liberately pledged  himself  *  to  remedy  grievances  should  they  be 
found   to  exist.'     According  to  the  plain   meaning  of   \v<.nK 
Mr.  Goschen  engaged  that  he,  and  presumably  he  spoke  for  his 
colleagues  also,  would  grant  effective  redress  if  any  were  pi  < 
Instead  of  suggesting  effective  redress  it  is  rumoured  th.c 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  is  a  consenting  party  to  an< 
inquiry — a  course  hardly  consistent  with  the  high  sense  of  honour 
which    has   hitherto  distinguished  him.     An  economist   of   Mr. 
Gosch en's  eminence  knows — nobody  better — how  authorita 
how   absolutely  incontrovertible  is    the  report  signed    Fa 
Welby,   Currie.   for   the    world    of    scientific    economists    and 


1     , 


ind  we  have  reason*  for  believing  that  Mr.  Ooechen 

is  pentu*  rcndjtutment 

near  future ; ' 

remain  in  a  Cabinet  which  U  endeavouring  to  v\  o<lf  Ui<>  carrying 

ii  a*  ChimoeUor  of  the 

could  aware  all  we  Iruh  of  all  classes  intend  to  in«bt 

the  A 

'     : 

meeting  in  February  an  important 
lace  at  the  Oranard   Board  of  Guardian.*,  M  r. 


•  . 


1  oannotoredit  myself  with  any  such  qualities  and 
those  butcd  to  me  in  the  recent 

•  your  Board  j  but  I  receive  it  gratefully  a*  a  token 
oo,  and  I  heartily  thank  the  mover,  Mr.  Bdgeworth, 


ti,.-  raeofotfao,  nd  In  levej  i1  "-;  •  ol  JteBni  KMJ  ri  vU  i 
have  lately  received.  Bat  the  development  of  toe  particular 
que»t  imperial  taxation  >d  doei  not  aflert 

pereonal  deeuion  stated  by  me  to  my  late  constitaente  at 

i  reiterated  in  a  further  oorrespondenee  in 
the  ensuing  year.  Nothing  has  happened  since  my  inHrein«i 
to  weaken  my  conviction  that  a  better  disciplined  ose  will  have 
to  be  made  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary  force  before  remedies 
worth  labouring  for  (to  nay  nothing  of  organic  reforms)  can  be 
ugh  the  House  of  Commons  even  for  the  most 
-  rievaoosi  :ui-l  noet  nr  •!  m  d  •  t"  i;.  m  ' 


>  VIW    OOMMISS1O*. 

ided  with  men  quite  competent 
case  of  their  country.  Ofwhat 
be,  when  a  party  now  in  onto 


pnascnt  avail  can  their  competence  be,  when  a  party  * 
—the   art    wh  to  act  on  the  financial 


Cfemnussion—proceeds  r 

:  ^  in  judgment  upon  its  predecessors  !   The 

prerugiuivr  »>f  t»u»  Cn.wn  i.i  to  U-  U-N|  t..  evade  tho  il«Mn.iu«i  for 


o,  whilst  the  rawer  of  the  nm 
legislative  action.     Thus  it  appears  that  time  will  pass  and  thai 
the  people  of  this  country  will  have  to  apply  themselves  to  the 
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question  with  vigour  and  persistence  before  any  adequate  measure 
of  reform  <l<>|>tp(l  by  the  House  of  Commons,  or  so 

i  :is  laid  upon  the  table. 

PARLIAMENT  AND  THE  8UR' 

"Not  alone,  or  chiefly,  in  that  House  can  a  question  of  tins 
character  be  ripened.     The  exertions  of  Irish  members  at  v.i 
periods,  extending  over  seventy  years,  to  abate  tho  Imperial 
burden  upon  Ireland,  proved  utterly  unavailing.       It  has  been 
reserved  for  an  extra-Parliamentary  tribunal  at  the  close  oi 
centr  !i  opened  with  tho  Legislative  Union,  to  ti\  .lit. n- 

tion  upon  the  financial  injustice  and   loss  which  legislative  unity 
has  imposed  on  the  poorer  and  weaker  partner. 

"  I  may  be  allowed  in  this  connection  to  observe  that  the  most 
critical  and  laborious  part  of  my  work  on  the  Royal  Comm 
— and  incomparably  the  most  important — was  done  in  the  last 
year  of  its  existence,  and  then  I  had  ceased  to  be  a  member  of 
the  House  of  Commons.     That  work  would  have  been  impossible 
had  I  still  been  overburdened  as  in  preceding  years  with  i 
laneous  Parliamentary  duties;  but  as  a  private  individual  I  suc- 
oeeded  in   compassing  it,  and  as  a  private  individual  it  may  be 
my  good  fortune,  as  it  will  be  my  desire,  to  render  further  ser- 
i  the  future. — Faithfully  yours, 

"  THOMAS  SEXTON. 

"  John  Kiernan,  1 

"  Clerk  of  Union,  Granard." 

Mr.  A.  E.  EDOEWORTH,  D.L.  (Unionist),  said — A  very  impor- 
tant letter,  indeed,  from  Mr.  Sexton.  They  are  talking  «>f 
appointing  another  Commission,  but  they  cannot  get  as  good  a  lot 
of  men  as  were  on  the  last.  Men  like  those  are  not  found  in 
every  street  and  highway.  Ireland  luckily  got  hold  of  the  best 
article  in  the  market,  and  of  course  the  object  of  appoint  inur 
another  Commission  is  simply  a  blind  to  delay  doing  anything 
for  Ireland,  but  I  think  myself  that  the  force  of  public  opinion 
in  En -_r Kind,  if  it  is  properly  instructed,  will  be  so  great — and  I 
am  now  speaking  by  the  book  and  not  at  random — that  something 
will  have  to  be  done. 

THE   GOVERNMENT   AND   THE   QUESTION, 

I  don't  think  we  can  expect  to  get  anything  from  the  present 
Government  or  the  present  House  of  Commons,  their  tone 
their  every  action  is  so  very  proud  and  so  very  harsh  to^ 
Ireland.     This  Government  came  in  with  a  great  flourish    of 
trumpets  to  kill  Home  Rule  with  kindness.     I  don't  know  much 
about  the  kindness,  but  I  know  a  good  deal  about  the  killing  of 
Home  Rule. 


•CM 

THE    AORK  H  ATI  WO    ACT. 

You  know,  gentlemen,  that  at  the  present  moment  in  Fngtasd 

DM  AfrtooKoj  J  EUttna  RiUef  r«n  • 

,,u.i  ,,,t  of  th-  Royal  Bxeb       r.  sad  i>.  >       ,  •   ,  , 

similar  occurs.     In  fcngUnd  tiere  are  27,000,000  agriomltmral 
md,  15,000,000;  and  in  Scotland,  6,000,000;  and 
rates  were  relieved  in  Ireland  at  the  same  rate  as  in  Eng- 
land, we  would  be  entitled  to  nearly  £900,000.    Instesd  of  that 
they  offer  us  one-fifth  part  1 180,000,  and  they  gi% 

reasons  for  doing  so.    They  say  there  is  no  agricultural  distress 
land     1  think,  gentlemen,  that  shows  you  what  the  English 
Government  is.    Go  where  TOO  like,  there  is  nothing  bot  distress 
in  IrvUn.l.     Never  were  prices  so  bad  in  market*,  fairs,  or  shops 
,  .,  iv  ,-i  i  i  «.f  th-  soon  nUjf  bo  •••.,   \     -..-      i  hit*  i      M 

Veil,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  speaking  as  one  of 
the  largest  landlords  in  the  country,  and  on  behalf  of  many  others 
.  own  class  with  whom  I  have  been 


I  *ay  that  *o 

we  are  ooooerned,  there  will  be  no  obstacle.     Lettliempay 
tet  of  the  tenant  and  we  will  go  on  paying  oar  own. 


NSW    COMMISSION. 

Public  opinion  in  England  is  waking  up.  This  appointment  of 
another  Commiiwion— if  the  Government  can  get  anybody  to 
serve  upon  it — is  simply  a  blind.  The  only  constitutional  chance 
we  have  is  to  appeal  to  the  great  tribunal  of  English  public 
•.s  quite  possible  the  English  people  may  take  op 
our  grievance,  because  they  are  in  the  same  boat  as  oof  selves. 
The  mssses  in  England  are  overtaxed  also,  because  there  is  an 
undue  proportion  of  taxes  raised  upon  the  articles  they  chiefly 
consume.  Those  words  are  Sir  Robert  Giflen's,  and  he  believes 
that,  in  the  very  near  future,  a  readjustment  of  all  taxation  will 
have  to  be  made.  Then,  it  is  quite  possible  that  the  English 
people  may  take  op  our  cause,  and,  in  that  case,  yoo  will  find 
very  soon  that  Mr.  Balfour's  ••  philosophical  doobts  *  will  depart. 
n* scales  wfflfaH  fn.m  tbt  syeToi  IfUMn  nd  Mssten  -f 
Parliament.  Of  course,  if  we  want  to  appeal  to  England,  we 
will  have  to  be  a  uuitM  nation.  Home  Role  most  have  been  a 
failure  as  long  as  the  North  stood  out,  bot  if  yoo  get  the  North 
to  back  you  a  i  the  time  of  the  Volunteers,  in  1782,  any 

Government  in  England  will  wilt.     Yoo  have  got  an  excellent 
ease ;  yoo  need  ose  no  threats,     Yoo  have  justice  and  reason 
upon  your  ride,  bot  supposing  even  in  the  long  ran  that  yoo  are 
card,  there  is  an  old  saying  that  ••  the  eyes  of  all  who 
to  the  west,"  and  what  is  to  prevent  yoo  aa  a  united 
asking  the  great  Republic  on  the  other  side  of  the  m 


7'Af  /'</. 

rate?     Half  a  dozen  words   pr-mourn  «•«!  t«>  tho  elected  ruler 

be  United  States,  "  Do  justice  to  In-,. 

effect  your  purpose.     We  have  not  come  to  tliat  yet.   Tin-  united 
voice  of  the  nation  is  a  mighty  en-ine,  ;i  mights   power.      A 
<>t  the  Oitliolir    I'i shops  said,  England  is 
jury  ;  but  we  will  have  to  be  heard,  and  <>  *  ill  have  to  be 

Mr.  EDGEWOKTH    then    proposed  and  Mr.    FRANCIS    I'M: 
seconded  the  following  resolution — 

loQranard  Board  of  Guanli  nowledge, 

.i'ik   Mr.  Thomas  Sexton  for.  \i\^  important  romm- 

tant,  and  would  urge  him  earnestly  to  recon 
<  >n  not  to  return  to  Parliament  at  present,  as  we  are 
absolutely  <•  rtain  that  his  special  financial  acquirements  and 
splendid  eloquence  would  be  of  supreme  importance  to  the  interests 
of  Ireland  in  the  coming  debate  on  the  report  of  the  Fin  m.  ial 
Relations,  and,  Mr.  Sexton's  modesty  notwithstanding,  this  Board 
is  convinced  that  there  is  no  other  hi  si  i  im-mlM-r  in  Parliament, 
who  can  adequately  replace  Mr.  Sexton  when  questions  of  finance 
or  statistics  are  under  discussion." 

Other  Guardians  having  spoken  in  favour  of  the  resolution  and 
in  praise  of  Mr.  Sexton's  services,  the  rr^luiion  was  adopted 
unanimously,  and  the  discussion  ended. 

Similar   resolutions   were   passed   by   the   Fermoy,    Midleton, 
Carrick-on-Suir,     Athlone,     Newry,     Strokestown,     Mullingar, 
Drogheda,  Dungarvan,  Cashel,  Mountmcllick,  and  other  Boards  of 
Guardians,  the  Tullamore  and  other  Town  Commissioner-, 
by  several  political  organizations. 


Dl         NATIONS  (>!;  Till-   rilAMBERS 
OF  COMMI 

THE    BELFAST    CHAMBER 

TUB    following  report    was    prepared    for  the  Council  of  the 
Belfast  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  submitted  to  a  special  meet- 
ing of  the  Chamber  held  on  K.th  January  :— 
The  Council  has  given  the  report  of  the  Financial  Relation* 

tlu-y  U-  to  lay  U-fon-  tin-  CUmU-r  tl,,-   following  n  j.-rt 
THB  OBJECT  OF  THE   t'XIOX. 

l  Having  carefully  examined  the  couMtitutinnal  aspect  of  the 
question,  we  have  to  say  that  in  our  opinion  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  must  be  treated  as  two  countries  which  have  a  common 
financial  system.  It  would  seem  to  us  that  the  .. 
of  the  Act  of  Union  was  (subject  to  certain  provisions  by  which 
the  interest*  of  the  poorer  country  were  safeguarded,  and  which 
to  Scotland  as  well  as  to  Ireland)  to  establish  a  financial 
system  common  both  to  Great  Britain  and  to  Iivland.  What  was 
contemplated  by  the  Act  of  Union,  and  what  was  in  point  of 
fact  carried  out  through  the  smslgsmstion  of  the  Exchequers  of 
Great  Un.l  in  the  vear  1817,  was  that  the 

revenue  of  the  United  lTingA»«  should  be  contributed  to  a  com- 
mon fund,  and  that  all  expenditure  should  be  met  from  thai 
fund.  We  are,  consequently,  moat  strongly  of  opinion  that  to 
hol.l  that  in  the  present  day  and  for  the  future  Great  Britain 
iiii-i  Ireland  must  be  treated  aa  separate  financial 
r  the  purpose  of  considering  the  "  pa 


*ljatementen  to  be  made  in  Ireland  whenever  drcgmstannsi  require 
them,  would  be  contrary  to  the  intention  and  provisions  of  the 

TUB  MVlHTIi  ARTICLE  OF  TIIK  ACT  OF  CSTIOV. 

2.  By  the  7th  Article  of  the  A  -n  pro  vision, 

and  re^nacted  in  the  Act    of   1816,    was  madr 
"particular  exemptions  and  abatementa*  in  Ireland  and  Scotland 
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M  at  any  time  appear  that  from  any  cause  the  i 
of  an  indiscriminate  and  equal  taxation  should  press  with  uii<ju<> 
severity  on  either  of  these  countries.    It  thus  appears  that  Ireland 
was  and  is  entitled  to  special  consideration  in  fiscal  matters 
that  it  was  never  contemplated  or  intended  by  the  Legisi 
that  such  claim  should  become  extinct.     It  is  obvious  th.> 
system  of  equal  and  indiscriminate  taxation  of  individuals— 
we  conceive  to  be  the  true  and  just  method   of  taxation  in 
opposition  to  the  system  of  taxation  by  areas,  to  \vlii.-h  we  are 
strongly  opposed — may   press   with  undue  severity   on   certain 
sections  of  any  country;  and  we  are  of  opinion  that,  owii 
part  to  the  habits  of  the  people  and  in  part  to  the  nature  of 
occupations,  the  incidence  of  the  present  taxation  does  in  fact 
press  with  undue  severity  upon  the  poorer  classes  of  the  pe<>i 
Ireland. 

EXCESSIVE  TAXATION. 

3.  From  a  very  full  and  careful  examination  of  the  figures  and 
statements  contained  in  the  various  reports  of  the  Commissioners, 
we  feel  convinced  that  for  a  considerable  number  of  years  past 
Ireland  has  paid  in  taxation  a  sum  largely  in  excess  of  that  which 
she  would  have  been  called  upon  to  pay  had  her  taxation  b«- 

the  exact  proportion  of  her  resources,  and  that  therefore  this  does 
fcfibrd  substantial  grounds  for  having  the  "  particular  exemptions 
and  abatements "  contemplated  in  the  Act  of   Union, 
peated  in  the  Act  of  1816,  fairly  and  liberally  considered. 

EXPENDITURE. 

4.  On  the  other  hand,  it  would  appear  to  us  that  in  such  con- 
sideration the  expenditure  of  Imperial  revenue  for  strictly  I 
purposes  must  be  taken  into  account,  as  we  are  of  opinion  that 
the  annual  expenditure  for  such  purposes  has  been  in  excess  of 
what  it  would  have  been  if  Ireland's  expenditure,  as  well  ;i 
taxation,  had  been    fixed  in   exact   proportion  to  her  taxable 
capacity. 

FREE   TRADE. 

5.  That,  as  an  additional  and  independent  reason  why  Ireland 
should  be  entitled  to  claim  special  consideration  in  regard  to  hei 
taxation,  we  would  point  out  that,  while   England  as  a  great 
manufacturing  and  mercantile  nation  derived   vast  advantages 
from  the  establishment  of  free  trade,  Ireland,  being  as  to  three- 
fourths  of  her  people  dependent  on  agriculture  and  agricultural 
produce,  did  not  to  an  extent  in  any  degree  commensurate  with 
that  of  England,  or  even  of  the  manufacturing  districts  of  Ulster, 
share  in  this  prosperity;  but  on  the  contrary,  the  aboliti' 
duties  on  food  products  was  attended  with  serious  loss  to  the 
large  majority  of  the  Irish  people. 


r/ara/ioru  of  Chambers  of  Commtrce.         ]    $ 


WO   CUlTOin 

•  •     Y      •   '        .     .'  -  •     .-   '!.-  : 

tions  do  not  afford  grounds  for  advocating  the  adoj, 

ntial  icale  of  dutica  for  tho  two  ooonlrias.     It  u  Mptrvoow* 
top.  tthiaftte»ftfaBWMld«l»M»i 

revival  of  custom  homo  barriers  ftsiween  Great   flriuin  and 

1:.  ....,';  i    .......  .  .  :. 

tagaom 

IRELAND   EVTtTLBD  TO  SPECIAL  THEATMI 

it  would  Appear  to  at  that  those  CaoU  and  oootkloratioM 
are  iufficicnt  to  jiwtify  a  elaim  upon  the  Imperial  Parliament  on 
behalf  of  Ireland  for  •pedal  treatment  in  the  matter  of  a  wia» 
.beral  expenditure  In  directiooj  in  which  it  can  be  arranfltd 
to  be  rcall  j  roprodootiTe.    We  would  •ngnil  thai  an  effective 
idom  help  may  be  foujul  in  the  relief  of  local 
be  «tablithmeDtoQ  broad  and  nneroaa  lines  of  an 
Department,  in  the  extension  of  teohnioaledocAtion, 


the  carrying  oat  of  raoh  pi 
shown  to  be  productive  of 
i 
The  report  was  adopted. 


THE    DUBLIN    CHAMBER. 

Dublin   Chamber  of    Commerce    held    its    Annual 
Meeting  on  January  26th,  1897.     Mr.  John  R.  Wigham,  the 
President,  was  in  the  Chair.     The  Chamber  is  an  . 
whclmingly  Unionist  body,  and  the  Annual  Meeting  re- 
flected its  composition.     The  following  were  preset/ 

KB,  \V    Anderson,  J.P. ;  R.  A.  Andrews;  W.  W.  Birons- 
\.  Barry,  J.  E.  Barry,  A.  Bcattie,  Isaac  Beckett,  George 
Bewlcy,  J    1  ick,  A.  L  Blood, 


R.  Booth,  Csptsin  Boyd,  J.J.  ^^w^^Brophjr,  R  Brown, 


T.C  ;  J.  Brown,  J.  J.  Burke,  F.  Cahalan,  M.D.;  J.  Campbell 
W.    Carney,   E.   Carol.n     I      I     Carolin,  a  Chmmben,   J.  R. 
Chambers,   J.  Chambr,  Christie,  G.  Oibboni 

Clo\t  :n  Corayns,  J.  H.  Cooper,  cnry  Cordner. 

M.    F.   Crowe,    '  ;:nming.  J.  S,   Cuthbc: 

Cuthbert,  Thomai  Delahunt,  G.  DcUney,  T.  Dennchjr, 

F.  Devine,  Edward  F.  Dillon. 

Dock :  I  >onnclly.  M.  Drake,  D 

Geor,  Ty.W.  Egar,  \ 
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mil,  1.   Ferguson,  A.   L.  Figgis,  E.  J.  Figgis,  Petet  I  .n,  11, 

is  Fitzgerald,  M.  P.   Blood 
11,  T.  N.  Kloo.i.  I.  H.  (  irratt,  S.  ('.  <;.i\ 
Ibert,  T.  Gilbert,   H.    |.  Gill,   I  >.  Gillm 
Gilroy,  G.   R.  Goodbody,   M.  Goodbody,  R.  (. 

c,  C.  S.  Gr.ih.-.j.   l\.    C.iv.h.un,  I'  n,  1'.  11. 

I.  HaHG.  Hannigan,  F.  Hanlin.:.  \v.  A.  Henry,  J.  W.  II 
M.    Hodgson,   A.    Hui:l  •-,    W.  I).    Hutcheson,  L.   O. 

Hutton,  J.  Hylaml,  J.  M.  In-lk  W.  F.  'larratt,  (  ,.  A.  fohn,  M.   |. 

e,  J.  C.  Kelly,  Alderman  1 

rkland,  V.    Kyrke,    1  >.    l.ihiff,  Charles   Lawlcr,    H.    M. 

,,  Joseph  Lccky,   E.   Lenehan,  G.  C.  Lett,  L.  S.  L< 

M'Cabe,  James  M'Cann,  T,  S.  M4Cann,  S.  S.  M'Cormack,  |.  G, 

M'Knta-art,  W.  P.  M'Evoy,   A.  M-Farland,  R.  M'drcgor,   |.    \. 

M'Intosh,  J.   H.  M'Mahon,   R.  B.  M'Mullcn,  J.  M'Ncill,  J.  J. 

irthy,  J.  H.  Macken,  P.  Macken,  C.  W.  Maconchy,  All 
ning,  Sir  R.  Martin,  J.  O.  Masterson,  R.  A.  Milner,  A.  N.  Moles- 
worth,  J.  Mooney,  G.   Moore,  W.   F.  Moor.-,   1).   Morgan,  M.    T. 
Moses,  T.  J.  Nicholl,  P.  Nolan,  J.  H.  North,  C.  O'Conncll,  T.  A. 
O'Farrell,  T.  J.  O'Neill,  W.    Page,  J.  E,  Palmer,   II.   Parkinson, 
T.  Paterson,  W.  L.  Pearson,  F.  G.  Penrose,  William  Perrin,  George 
Perry,  James  E.  Phenix,  F.  W.  Pim,  James  Pirn,  jun. ;  J.  T.  1'im, 
Thomas  Pim,  A.  Plunkett,  John  T.  Power,  D.  C.  Ritchi.  ,  \V.  \\ . 
Robinson,  M.  K.  Roche,  J.  K.  Rogerson,  J.  W.  Rooney,  M    \V. 
Rooney,  John  Ryan,  A.  G.  Ryder,  J.  Scally,  A.  Shackleton,  II. 
Shackleton,  A.  Smyth,  J.  P.  Smyth,  P.  J.  Smyth,  R.  W.  Smyt 
Spring,    W.  S.  Stephens,    F.   Strahan,   Thomas   Stewart,    | 
Taylor,  G.  W.  Towell,  F.  S.  Turner,  S.  C.  Tindall,  James  Tyrrell, 
T.  J.  Usher,  W.    A   \Vallis,  James  Ward,  P.  J.  Walters,  William 
Watson,  T.  G.  White,  R.C.  Whitty,  George  J.  Wilson,  A.  \\ 
F.  L.  J.  Worrall,  H.  M.  Wright,   R.   A.  Wright,  Issac  B.  \\ 
T.  J.  G.  Young. 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  BARLOW)  having  read  the  notice  con- 
vening the  meeting,  the  report,  which  embodied  the  resolution 
of  the  Council  dealing  with  the  Financial  Relations  Report  was 
taken  as  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  (Unionist),  in  moving  the  adoption  of  the 
report  referred  to  the  question  and  said,  with  regard  to  the 
cial  Relations  Commission  Report,  they  had  passed  what  was 
generally  conceded  to  be  a  very  moderate  resolution  calling  upon 
the  Government  to  see  that  substantial  justice  was  done  to 
Ireland  in  that  important  matter. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOONEY  seconded  the  adoption  of  the  Council's 
report. 

The  report  was  adopted  unanimously. 

Mr.  USHER  (Unionist),  referring  to  the  report  of  the  Financial 
Relations  Commission,  said  he  had  a  resolution  to  propose  on  the 


l>cft  of  C'otnmcfCf.         . 

ready  pass*!  That 

resolution  would,  so  to  sp< 

It  w.is  .i>  i., .lows:— 

<  lumber  of  Commerce  of  the  City  of  Dublin, 
(1  this  day,  hereby  accepts  and  abid 
lesty's  Royal  Commission  on  the  question 

of  th  1 1  Relations  I  ,d  Ireland,  and 

vc  look  to  the  proem  (k>vcrimicn    to  make  redrew  on  the 
basis  ol  the  said  finding." 

question  of  taxation  which  had  impoverished  the  country 
was,  of  course,  a  serious  one,  casting  back  their  memories  to  the 
of  the  desolating  and  depopulating  famine  of  1 848,  a  bmine 
unparalled  in  the  histor  es.     Even  as  in  lr 

is  the  country  was  recovering  from  the  throes  of 
•ma!  taxes  were  imposed  on  the  country. 

THK    WHISKKY   TAX, 

ferred  to  the  \Vhiskcy  tax.     It  was  increased  from  as.  8d  to 
los.  per  gallon.     In  referring  to  this  question  he  did  not  wish  to 

to  the  effects  it  had  as  a  tax  on  intemperate  consumers  ol 

drink— but  rather  as  to  the  tax  which  it  had  on  the  distilling  trade, 

one  of  the  few  industries  remaining  in  this  country,  and  the  • 

was  on  the  farmers  and  agricultural  producers.      When  they  went 

back  to  1853  they  fou  .  as  Chancellor  of  the 

•h  a  Budget  surplus  of  a  million  of  money,  and  this 

country,  scarcely  in  a  condition  of  convalesence,  putting  on  the 

incon  nch  was  only  to  be  a  temporary  burden  as  far  as 

is  concert  1  continued,  and  other  taxes 

had  accumulated  from  lime  to  time. 

THE  CHARACTER  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

Referring  to  the  Financial  Relations  Commission,  the  sp< 

presided  over  by  a  man  of  great  at 
ion),  and  two  of  their  fellow-citizens  were  members  of 
Mr.   Sexton,  who  had  re-constructed  the  finances  of  the  Corpora- 
>ublin,  at  mles  £.  a  member  of  that 

d  the  speech  that  Mr.  Bal/our  made  at 
Hal  four  said  that  Ireland  was  not  more  taxed 

r...n  1  :.    '..i:ui 

THK    IXCRKViF.    IX    TAXATION. 

In  perusing  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  he  four*: 

.ixation  of  Ireland  per  head  of  the  population  during  the 
years  ending  1890  was  increased  from  1 4v  yd.  to  jjs.  $d..or 

1 26  per  cent. ;  while  the  taxation  per  head  in  Kngland  during  the 

same  period  WM  raised  only  is.  6d.  per  head,  or  i  4  per 

Those,  he  th.ni-M,  wen- 


2J$  The  Over-Taxation  of  1 

The  London   Times  had  taken  the  opportunity  of  cavillim- 
questioning  the  findings  in  the  Report  of  mission.      The 

Tirno  was  a  paper  of  great  influence,  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Times  had  perpetrated  the  greatest  outrage  tii.it  had  been 
known  in  connection  with  that  or  any  other  country  durii; 
history  of  newspapers.     It  was  quite  possible  it  might  be  making 
another  mistake  at  the  present  time. 

THE   NEW  COMMISSION. 

They  would  also  observe  that  another  Comnr  about  to 

be  appointed  to  set  aside  the  findings  of  the  thirteen  Con 
sioners.  He  believed  the  new  Commission  was  to  consi 
seven  members.  The  Report  of  the  first  Commission  would  have 
been  accepted  as  final  if  it  had  been  in  favour  of  England.  The 
new  Commission  which  was  about  to  be  appointed  could  see  the 
duty  that  was  expected  of  them.  The  unanimous  feeling  and 
voice  of  Ireland  was  agitated  on  that  question,  and  the  British 
Government  would  find  it  more  easy  to  transfer  the  Rock  of 
Cashel,  whole  and  unbroken,  to  the  banks  of  the  Thames  than  to 
retain  the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people  in  the  absence  of  an 
impartial  and  faithful  settlement  of  this  question. 

The  PRESIDENT  asked  did  anyone  second  Mr.  Usher's 
resolution  ? 

AI.DKKMAX  BEATTIE  (Unionist)  said  he  would  do  so.  They 
ought  to  accept  the  findings  of  the  Commission  ;  but  to  use  the 
expression  used  on  so  many  platforms — plunder  and  robbery— 
and  all  the  rest,  was  a  matter  which  he  was  not  going  to  enter  into. 

THE   CHARACTER   OF  THE   COMMISSION. 

There  was  no  doubt  that  this  Commission  was  composed  of  the 
very  cleverest  financial  men  that  could  possibly  be  found,  and  he 
thought  that  these  people  having  gone  into  the  matter  in  the 
capable  way  they  did,  it  was  only  open  to  them  now  to  receive  it 
as  final.  He  did  not  think  they  were  capable  of  just  saying  what 
portion  of  this  money  belonged  to  this  country  until  the  auditors 
would  be  appointed  to  make  their  account.  Until  then  they 
should  be  very  slow  in  their  findings.  There  was  no  doubt  Mr. 
Gladstone,  when  he  put  on  the  income  tax,  promised  that  it  only 
would  be  for  a  very  short  time.  That  promise  was  not  kept ; 
many  similar  promises  had  been  made  and  never  kept.  In  con- 
clusion, he  urged  that  the  Government  be  asked  to  appoint  some 
person  to  adjust  this  matter. 

Mr.  BROWN,  J.P.,  said  he  was  not  in  favour  of  altering  the 
fiscal  arrangements  of  this  country,  or  of  lowering  the  taxation  on 
spirits.  What  he  considered  should  be  looked  into  was  the 
question  of  how  much  Ireland  had  drawn  from  the  Imperial 
Treasury. 


•  ns    of    (.  /  .tmltcn   of   Comment.  .    •  , 


THE  ROYAL  COMVftsSlolfgJU'   REFOtT  ADOPTED, 

The  PRESIDENT  said  th.n  the  resolution  now  proposed  for  the 
r  went  a  good  deal  further  than  the  motion 

of  the  Coun.  1       Hriiu...:;.  c  Council  had  given  a  good 

deal  of  consideration  to  the  framing  of  their  resolution.  They 
merely  called  upon  the  Government  in  terms  which  he  thought 

it  the  opinion  of  this  Council  it  is  the   duty  of 
Majesty's  (io,  to  give  its  immediate  attention  to  the 

important  Report  of  the  hinancial  Relations  Commission,  with  a 
oposing  such  legislation  as  will  meet  the  just  claims  of 
.urnry,  having  regard  to  the  (sets  disclosed  in  the  valuable 
•rt" 

Now,  Mr.  Usher's  resolution  bound  the  mto  accept  and  abide  by 
the  finding  uf  the  Commission,  and  it  finished  up  by  asking  that 
•ovcrnmcnt  should  make  redress  on  the  basis  of  said  finding. 
Now,  whatever  tlu  think  about  the  question  of  redress, 

howc.  %  anted,  he  would  appeal  to  Mr.  Usher 

whether  it  would  not  lx  let  the  resolution  of  the  Council 

pass  rather  than  the  n  had  suggested.    A  copy  of  the 

motion  adopted  by  the  Council  had  been  sent  to  nearly  all  the 
Chambers  of  Comn  Ireland,  and  they  had  ill  shown  the 

most  extraordinary  unanimity  concerning  it. 

USHER  said  he  intended  that  the  wording  of  his  resolution 

should  be  concise  as  well  as  being  more  expressive  and  decided 

resolution  coming  from  the  Council.     The  resolution 

of  the  Council  was  very  moderate,  but  it  was  of  great  importance 

that  that  great  meeting  of  the  Dublin  Chamber  of  Commerce 

should  express  itself  decidedly.     It  was  a  matter  of  urgency,  and 

they  should  speak  with  firmness.    Since  the  days  of  St.  Patrick  up 

to  the  present  tune  no  question  had  arisen  in  Ireland  that  had 

d  with  it  the  unanimous  voice  of  the  people  like  this  present 

b  was  of  the  utmost  importance  to  this  country. 
Mr.  THOMAS  PIM  said  it  was  of  the  greatest  importance  that  they 
should  act  cautiously  in  this  m.r  *  had  been  speaking  to 

The  O'Conor  Don,  who  was  such  a  master  of  the  subject,  and  be 
advised  that  the  most  cautious  language  should  be  used.  He  said 
it  would  be  roost  detrimental  to  their  cause  if  they  were  too 

r  language.    They  ought  to  be  guided— very  muc" 
-by  what  fell  from  The  O'Conor  Don.     He  thought  the 
tion  of  the  Council  was  a  suitable  one,  and  that  it  would  have 
ce  than  one  in  which  stronger  language  was 
He  would  like  to  see  Mr.  Usher's  resolution  withdrawn, 
and  the  matter  left  as  it  had  been  in  the  hands  of  the  Coun 

ixroif  said  he  thought  it  was  my  desir- 
able that  while  they  recognised  all  the  work  done  for  them  by  the 
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Cour  aid  resjx.' 

that  the  Chamber  at  large  should  its  priviii-^i-s  and  i 

and  that  »cr  stooil  up  and  mo 

should  be  left  to  t  o  adopt  « 

not,  he  thought,  the  place  oi  .ident  to  ha\ 

the  way  and  at  the  tim«  with  all  feelings  of 

courtesy  to  the  President  personally.     A1 

not  prepared  to  endorse  all  the  words  of  Mr.  ition, 

SO  far  .1  ht-ard  it.  and  it  nrgh:  ;f  the  hon.  sec  : 

would  read  it  to  the  meeting. 

.  INGLIS  having -read  the  resolution, 

Mr  BROWN  said  that  no  milder  language  could  be  i 

and  he  would  urge  members  to  accept  it,  and  not  allow  a  1 
be  changed. 

THE   NEW    COMMISSION. 

Mr.  FIGGIS — What  is  the  position  of  this  question  now  t> 
Parliament  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  replied  that  he  had  heard  that  certain  eminent 
Members  of  Parliament, including  the  Chancellor  of  the  1 . 
had  been  appointed  to  draw  up  the  terms  of  reference  for  th 
Commission  to  look  into  this  question,  and  not,  he  thought,  to 
:  the  Report  of  the  old  Commission.     What  those  terms  of 
reference  were  was  not  yet  known.     It  was  because  he  had 
mind  the  present  state  of  things,  and  that  the  resolution  of  the 
Council  was  a  moderate  one,  that  he  ventured  to  suggest  i 

;  the  advisability  of  withdrawing  his  proposal.      H«-  did  not 
wish,  as  Mr.  Shackleton  seemed  to  infer,  to  enforce  any  authority 
ver.     He  had,  however,  no  wish,  after  the  words  of  Mr. 
Shackleton,  to  interfere,  and  would  now  put  the  resolut 

On  the  resolution  being  put  to  a  vote  it  was  carried  by  a  large 
majority. 

TH;  L  ELECTION:  MR.  USHER'S  RETURN 

The  election  of  the  Council  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  took 
place  immediately  after  the  annual  meeting.  The  following  was 
the  result : — 

icis  J.  Usher  175  votes 

William  Anderson,  J.P.    •  118  ,, 

i'im  117  „ 

John  R.  Wigham,  J.P.     •  113 

Thomas  S.  M'Cann         -  -             in 

•i  Malcolm  Jnglis,  J.I'.  no  „ 

irew  Jameson  106  ,, 

Wm.  J.  Goulding,  D.L.  105  „ 

.  Robertson                -  -               96  ,, 
Sir  Percy  R.  Grace,  Bart. 


Cm»mrrc4. 


cr  it  the  top  of  the  pofl  for  the 
acrcc  may  be  it-glided  a* 
aftrnnation,  with  additional  emphasis,  of  the  declarttfon  of  the 

:c  question  of  over  laiatio:  r   «  at  MX 

in  su!  the  mild  protest  of  the  Council  on  the  financial 

•tvnrd.     He  arrordm^!v  found  himscif  elected 

!  -non,  the  nr  poll, 

being  57  votes  away.    A*  an  expression  of  the  spirit  of  Dublin 

Unio  i  demonstration  could  have 


THE  NEWRY  CHAM 

ng  of  the  Ncwry  Chamber  of  ( 

ih  Jam 
Hen?  ind  the  print 

Relations  Commission 

Rep<  •        notice  of  the  Chamber  by  a 

letter  and  a  resolution  of  the  Dub!  .ber. 

-  Secretary  (Mr.  Joseph  Wright)  said  he  hid  received  the 

following  letter  uu  i  he  same  subject 

(1  January,  i> 
•vill  be  unable  to  attend 
;>er  of  G 

id  on  ihat  day.     I  observe  icssto  l> 

:  mancial  Relations  Commission  Report/  and 
AS  this  is  :  .  ressing  publk  c)uestion  01  the  present  time,  so 

far  as  Ireland  is  concerned,  J  u  -ur  Cluu. 

unanimous  resolution,  support  the  views  which  arc  now  finding 
general   expression   throughout    Ireland,   and   which   hare 
received  such  a  large  measure  of  approval  (rum  his  Excellency  the 
Lord  it  during  the  post  week.     Surely  something  must  be 

radically  wrong  in  our  rcl.i  inland  when  our  gentry 

.irmcrs  arc  in  a  state  of  revolt  and  almost 
dcsp  q^ers  and  tradesmen  straggling  for  a  bare 


existence,  while  Normandy,  Holland,  Belgium,  and  the  Channel 
Islands  are  veritable  gardens  of  luxury  owing  to 

lonships  to  England     Tins  is  no 

oar  Chamber  would  have  no  business  with  it,  but  it  u  a 
.largely  affecting  the  whole  of  Ireland.— Yours  t . 


212  nut. 

Mr.  J.  C.  Nicholson,  T.C.,  said  the  resolution  forwarded  from 
Dublin  was  a  fery  mild  one. 

r  some  discussion,  Mr.  Nicholson   moved,  and  Mr.  \V.  I 
Redmond  seconded,  the  adoption  of  the  rcsolu: 

amendment,  Mr.  K.sher  moved,  Mr.    M.ntin  seconding, 
.it  the  matter  be  postponed   till  after  publication  ol 
Commission's  report." 

amendment  was  lost,  and  Mr.  Nicholson's  motion  \\.is  put, 
and  declared  carried  without  a  vote. 


THE    CORK   CHAMBER. 

subject  was  again  dealt  with  at  the  annual  meet? 
the  Cork  Chamber  which  was  held  on  January  29th.    There 
were  present: — 

Mr.  J.  Ogilvie,  J.P.,   President   (Unionist),   in  the  chair. 
J.  II.  Scott,  Ex-Mayor  (Unionist);  Alderman  H.  Dale(Uni< 

Alderman  E.  J.  Julian  (Unionist);  Alderman  W.   T.  Ilun- 
gerford  (Unionist) ;  Messrs.  C.  J.    Dunn,  J.P.  ;  W.  T.  Green,  J. 

I.I'.  :  \v.  P.  Buckley,  J.P. ;  J.  W.  M'MuUen,  |.i 
.,  J.P.;  R.  U.  F.  Townsend,  J.P. ;  J.  Dinan,  M.  J.  Siapleton, 
O'B.  Croker  (Manager  Cork  and  Bandon  Railway).  II. 
Cave,  G.  F.  Hodder,  B.  Haughton,  G.  Scott,  T.  J.  Clanchy,  |.l'. ; 
T.  H.  O'Mahony,  W.  W.  Harvey,  R.  Carroll  (National  Hani 

rce,  G.  Danckert,  W.  1  .  M'Mullen,  F.  Sargent  (Bank  of  Ire 
land),  K.  H.  Williams,  S.  Harrington,  J.  S.  Coppinger,  solicitor; 
A.  Beale,  D.  J.  Daly  (hon.  sec.). 

THE  PRESIDENT'S  ADDRESS. 

The  PRESIDENT  said — The  Report  of  the  Financial  Relations 
Committee  is  the  first  and  most  important  matter  dealt  with  in  the 
report  of  the  Council.  At  the  wonderfully  successful  county  and 
city  meeting  organised  by  Mr.  W.  J.  Lane,  and  presided  over  by- 
Lord  Bandon,  the  subject  was  brought  very  prominently  and  clearly 
under  the  notice  of  not  only  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  of  En 
and  Scotland. 

PARLIAMENT   AND   THE   QUESTION. 

Since  then  it  has  been  taken  up  all  over  the  country,  and  i' 
remains  to  be  fought  out  in  Parliament,  where  r 
receive  a  great  deal  of  opposition  ;  but  there  is  little  doubt  that  the 
Irish  members  generally  will  do  their  part  now  that  it  is  practically 
in  their  hands,  and  that  all  sections  of  the  representatives  of  the 
country  will  work  together  to  secure  at  least  a  full  and  fair  discus- 


imbert  of  Commerce. 


on  the  whole  subject.    The  case  which  the  Irish 
have  to  go  on  in  the  report  of  the  Commission  U  so  strong  that 
(iovernrocnt  can  manage  to  ihc  they 

idopt  that  course,  the  Irish  representatives  would  cert 


i  going  to  extreme  lengths  to  prevent  it,  and 
doing  thc>   would   have  the  support  of  practically  i 
try. 

aid:— Mr.  Tretid  .cntlcmcn—  I  have 

great  pleasure  in  seconding  the  adoption  of  the  report. 

IMPORTANCE  OP  THE  QUESTION. 

it,  as  you  have  already  noticed,  allude*  to  the 
Hep*  ncial  Relations  Commission,  and  it  appears  to 

me  t:  ly  the  first  and  most  important  item  in  il 

report,  hut  it  is  the  most  gigantic,  economic,  andcomni 
Question  that  has  been  alluded  to  in  any  report  since  the  found*- 
umbcr  of  Commerce  and  Shipping.    It  deals 
•  ury  in  point  of  time,  of  millions  a  year, 
and  of  hundreds  of  millions  in  the  aft 


K  "GEOGRAPHICAL  AREAS.* 

Now  those  that  oppose  the  just  demands  that  arc  put  fonr.i 
the  findings  of  th     Financial  Relations  Commission  ask 

Ion  the  argument  of  geographical  areas,  and  it  seems  that  this 
is  in  ^pects  a  most  unjust  and  most  unrcasooible 

.     At  the  commencement  of  the  present  century 

'joyed  a  unique  position  in  commercial  pre-eminence— unique  and 

unheard  of  in  the  history  of  the  world.    That  state  of  things  had 

been  largely  brought  about  by  commercial  legislation  in  PoigUnd 

^'  the  eighteenth  century,  and  by  the  Navigation  Laws  which 

were  then  in  force,  and  which  aimed  at  making  England  the 

and  the  richest  country  in  the  world,  and  at  the 

tun.  ul  successfully  aimed,  at  ruining  every  industry  and 

man  :i  this  unhappy  country.    At  that  particular  period 

idea  was  first  conceived  of  uniting  the  purses  of  the  two 

countries,  unit  chness  of  one  with  the  poverty  of  the  other 

i  still  more  unhappy  period  for  carrying  on  that  stale 

ts  fullest  extent  was  the  decade  between  1850  and 

1860,  after  the  appalling  famine  in  this  country ;  and  at  that  very 

time  taxpayers  of  the  richest  country  in  the  world  were  put  on 

practically  the  same  (opting  as  the  taxpayers  of  the  most  pt> 

i  sat  ion.    Now,  we  are  told  by  Sir  Phonus 

Hand  and  others  that  we  should  abandon  the  argument  of 

geographical  areas,  but  is  it  just  that  this  argument  of  geographical 

areas  should  be  rampant  in  the  eighteenth  century  when  it  was  a 

.ion  of  destroying  the  industries  and  manufactures  of  Ireland, 
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;  should  be  forgotten  in  the  nineteenth  century  in  • 
hilling  from  the  It  ycr. 

1  HE   TAXABLE   SUKJM 

The  Commissioners  who  examined  that  question  appear  to  have- 
accepted  the  doctrine  laid  down  that  the  portion  of  the 

income  of  -houM  not  include  that  portion  of  his  in 

-sary  for  absolute  subsistence.  ie  surplus 

•ressary  for  absoK  he  sixteen 

:is  income  in   Kn-hnd,  and  tak:  out  ofwh.it  is 

inr  al>solute  subsisten<  the  number  of 

people  living  in  this  country,  we  have  a   taxable  surplus  in  < 
•\veen   sixty  and  seventy  times  greater  than   t 
Ireland,  and  at  the  same  time  we  find  that  t. 
are  only  eleven  or  twelve  times  greater  than  those  in  Ireland. 

.    NO    POVI 

d  is  overtaxed,  the  taxpayers  of  Ireland  are  overtaxed,  not 
>e  of  their  residing  in  this  country,  but  l)ecause  of  their 
poverty.  And  so  far  from  weakening  the  case  it 
because  if  you  will  say  to  a  man,  "You  are  overtaxed,  not  because 
you  are  an  Irishman,  but  because  you  are  poor,  and  your  poorer 
brethren  in  England  and  Scotland  are  as  much  ON  s  you 

are  :"  I  think  it  strengthens  the  case,  and  I  commend  this  view  of 
the  situation  to  Sir  Thomas  Sutherland,  and  the  others  who  want 
us  to  abandon  the  notion  of  making  geographi  ble. 

The  motion  for  the  adoption  of  the  Report  was  carried  unani- 
mously. 

Ai  'ALT: (Unionist) proposed  the  following  resolution: — 

"That  this  Chamber  approves  of  the  action  taken  by  the  Council 

with  reference  to  the  Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Commis- 

,  nd  of  the  resolution  they  adopted  (copies  of  which  have 

been  -ry  member  of  Parliam-  I  I«.-r  Majesty's 

nment  the  duty  of  giving  immediate  attention  to  the  Report, 

and  framing  such  legislation  as  will  meet  the  just  claims  of  this 

roun1 

:          ;ne  in  that  room,  he  took  it,  had  either  read  the  Report  or 
rious  digests  of  it,  and  he  hoped  all  preseiv  id  the 

excellent  work  of  Mr.  Lough,  M.P.,  on  the  Report  of  the  Financial 
Relations.      The  meetings  that  had  been   held  throughout  the 
country  for  the  last  four  or  live  months  had  brought  to  i 
couple  of  facts  very  gratifying  to  the  community  at  large.     O 
the  facts  was  that  Irishmen  could  meet  together  on  a  common 
platform  to  discuss  matters  of  common  interest,  and  still  do  it  in  a 
friendly  way,  without  any  acrimony.     Another  fact  was  that  there 
was  in  the  country  an  amount  of  talent  which  had  come  by  sur- 


Itll'-t  :   )      , 


President  had  alluded  to  the  fact  that  the  first  of  the  met 

.igshadl  indwasofBi 

.  who  certainly  deserved  a  great  deal  of  audit  for  the  pains 

stowed  io  getting  up  •  :«fckm,  for  it  reqmred  a  met 

deal  oi  -1  iroul  splendid  meeting  gave  the  key- 

subsequent  meetings  throughout  the  comAty.  What 

asking,  in  common  with  all  other  bodies  throughout  the 

country,  was  that  Her  Nfajesty's  Government  would  at  once  take 

:cDort  of  icial  Relations  Cotmvnv 

which  stood  before  them  with  all  the  authority  that  could  be 

>eing  drawn  up  and  prepared  by  •**!*fffwt 

specially  selected  and  empowered  to  examine  into  and  report  on 

as  of  the  two  countries. 

THE  AUTHORITY  Of  TH1 


ul  been  signed  by  tl 

carelessness,  and  after  many  meetings  and  deliberations  for  two 

yean.    The  late  chairman,  Mr.  Chi  Men,  was  one  of  the  ablest 

iers  England  ever  had,  and  amongst  the  members  of  the 

1  on  were  many  of   financial  ability,  and  whose  ugh 

character  placed  beyor.  n  the  honesty  of  their  findings. 

Ddtngs  were  disproved  or  displaced  by  stronatt 

-f  this  country  to  demand  that 
rnmcnt  would  give  them  due  attention.     They  did 
ng  unjust  or  unfair.     If  it  could  be  shown  that  the 
•  remises,  and  was  not  logically  or 

brought  out,  .  <  orrect,  then  was  the  time  for  gentle- 

to  speak  who  thought  apparently  that  Ireland  had  no  rights, 

n  was  not  to  be  relied  on  ;  but  until  then  it  was  the 

duty  of  Irishmen — and  y  would  continue  to  go  on 

in  a  just  and  1-  T — to  demand  from  Parliament  what 

.e  just  right  of  this  cour. 

••  seconded  the  resoluti 

The  IVi   iM  M   i»>imcti  out  that  the  Council  had  sent  tome 

.n<lred  copies  of  the  resolution  passed  by  them  to  members 

.  and  had  received  a  large  number  of  sympathetic 

The  resolution  was  passed  unanimously. 
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THE    DROGHEDA    CHAMBER. 

AT   the  annual    meeting   of  the    Droghcda   Chamber  of 
Commerce,  held  in  the  Whitwi  ntb  1  [all  on  naber, 

1896,  the    Right  Worshipful   Peter  Lynch,  J.P.,  Mayor  of 
Drogheda,  presided.    The  .ittendance  included — 

srs.  Thomas  Tallon,  T.C. ;  Nicholas  Hatch,  (M  .  :  A.  Scott, 

Lyons,   John   Byrne,  J.  Connolly,   A.    ll.i 

Robinson,   James  Corry,   Martin' Butterly,    1.1'.:    \\ .  B,  Hill,   \V. 
nson,  Peter  M'Quillan,  George  H.  Daly,  J.P.  :   !:.<lerick 
Shaw,  Robert  M'Intosh,  A.  Gilmore,  Joseph  Moon 
Minister  and   Leinster  Bank;     1  ir  l>ri(  k   Shaw,  J.P.  ;    Luke  J. 
Elcock,  T.C. 

Mr.  GEORGE  H.  DALY,  J.P.  (Conservative),  proposed  the  follow- 
ing resolution  . — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Council,  it  is  the  duty  of  H<r 
Majesty's  Government  to  give  their  immediate  attention  to  the 
important  Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Commission,  with  the 
view  of  proposing  such  legislation  as  will  meet  the  just  claims  of 
this  country,  having  regard  to  the  facts  disclosed  in  this  most 
valuable  Report." 

Mr.  HARBINSON  seconded,  and  the  resolution  was  supported 
by  several  other  gentlemen  of  various  shades  of  political  opinion. 

It  was  decided  that  the  Right  Worshipful  the  Mayor  be  asked 
by  the  Council  of  the  Chamber  to  convene  a  meeting  on  the 
subject, 


DECLARATIONS  AT  Till:  POUTII 
CONVENTIONS 


THE  IRISH   RACE  CONVENTION 

the   opening   session  of  the   Irish   Race  Convei 
bled  on  the  1st  of  September,  1896,  the  ( 
man  of  the  Convention,  Most   Rev.  Dr.  O'Donnell,  made 
:  references  to  the  subject  of  the  Financial 
Relations  Report  :— 

The  unseemly  dissensions  which  led  up  to  the  adoption  by  the 
Irish  Party  of  a  resolution  to  take  counsel  of  the  Iron  race,  are 
only  too  familiar  to  need  any  reference  from  roc.  But  in  the  last 
days  of  June  this  year  an  event  occurred  that  of  itself  should 
•demand  the  summoning  of  this  Convention. 

THE  UNANIMOUS   REPORT. 

That  event  was  the  publication  of  the  report  of  the  Financial 
Relations  Commission.  I  do  not  refer  to  the  separate  reports, 
however  important,  signed  by  different  groups  of  Commissioner* ; 
not  •  he  marvellously  reasoned  conclusions  •(  one  who 

above  all  others  sustained  the  cause  of  Ireland  on  that  Commis- 
sion. What  does  the  Report  of  the  Commission  itself  say,  with 

pproach  to  unanimity  that  is  unparalleled  in  such  things? 
What  have  the  experts  and  custodians  of  the  British  Treasury 
endorsed  ?  They  find  that  the  poor  country  at  the  very  least  is 

ixcd  between  two  and  three  millions  a  year.  That  is  the 
rule,  that  is  the  administration  for  you  of  the  stranger,  and  to  im- 
prove my  argument,  let  me  say,  if  you  will,  the  well- 
jlBBfBR 

THE  CAUSE  OP   IRISH    POVERTY. 

•\  we  talked  of  a  genial  climate,  a  fair  soil, 
intelligent  people,  and  said  there 
with  the  system  under  which  our 
our  cities  and  industries  decayed, 'we 

night  be  tolerable  as  Irish  sentiment,  but  that  the 
of  Westminster  knew  how  to  make  even   justice    pec . 
dealings  with  our  country  not  less  than  in  its  treatment  of  any 


21 S  'on  of  Ireland. 

st  the  truth  is  out.     This  poor  land,  that 
shares   so   little   in  Imperil  liture,  is  despoiled  by 

on.     Her   financial   life-blood  has  been  drained  away  until, 
from  the  industrial  standpoint,  she  has  been  mlm  -  d  to  the  condi- 
tion of  a  perpetual  invalid,  while  the  neighbouring  countiu •-, 
and  pros; 

OVER  TAXATION  AND  HOME  RULE. 

Did  the  system  against  which  we  contend  ever  receive  such  a  blow- 
before?  Let  it  go  to  the  democracy  of  these  countries  and  to  the 
friendly  peoples  of  the  world  that  the  existing  mds  con- 

victed of  a  monstrous  wrong.     It  is  th 

appreciate,  and  for  that  very  reason  the  report  of  tu  ial 

Relations  Commission,  I     venture  to  say,  is   an    eporh-m 
event.     It  is  a  Nasmyth  hammer  with   which  to  crush  argumemar 
tive  opposition  to  Home  Rule.     But  at  a  time  when  the  National 
strenL  to  be  conscientiously  applied  to  wield  that  hammer 

let  us  see  that  some  of  ourselves  do  not  waste  the  needed  energy 
or  put  the  machinery  out  of  gear. 

UNION   AMONG   IRISHMEN. 

had  now  the  united  party  of  1880-1890,  speaking  with  one 
voice  in  the  Imperial  Parliament  on  behalf  of  Ireland,  ere  this  the 
leading  men  of  both  English  parties  would  have  been  f 
acknowledge  that  the  finding  of  the   Commission   is  a  huge  out- 
standing fact  that  compels  immediate  attention  from  any  s* 
man  who  will  not  deny  the  plain  axiom  that  justice  to  the  governed 
is  an  obligation  of  Government.     Therefore,  it  is  my  opinion  that 
if  we  do  not  now  unite  to  press  the  unanswerable  claims  of  our 
country,  history  ought  to  deal  with  the  dissentients  more  severely 
than  it  does  with  the  wars  of  clan  on  clan  some  centuries  ago,  or 

ivisions  in  the  National  ranks  within  living  memory,  when 
our  people  in  '47  and  '48  were  slain  in  hecatombs  by  famine,  and 

political  economy,  while  two  or  three  Irish  partie 
tended  for  the  National  allegiance.     There  was  far  more  to  divide 
good  Irishmen  then  than  there  is  now. 

ENGLISH   PARTI  IS   AND  THE  QUESTION. 

And  an  event  has  occurred  that  ought  to  remake  the  whole  Irish 
situation  in  the  eyes  even  of  English  parties.  Every  pledge 

nst  Home  Rule  is  greatly  in  need  of  reconsidora; : 
the  light  of  the  astounding  financial  wrong  to  Ireland  that  has 
repealed,  or  rather  proved  conclusively  this  very  year.      I 
ing  system  is  one  of  spoliation,  and  it  is  beyond  the  wit  of  man  to 
devise  any  adequate  remedy  for  stopping  our  current  loss — not  to 
•peak    of    dealing    with    accumulated  restitution — th.r 
comprise  the  establishment  of  self-government  in  Ireland. 


ver  be  grateful  to  the  nn 
use  o«  their  banners  and  carru 

Hi. .!-.«•      •  »(       I    IJIMIMO'I  ..          \'>   i!      I  i  ••;»»••       KllC    I*.     I''"4-     .    i     !......          ]•(•• 

valued  for  us  at  a  minimi:  :i  estimate  of  *}  million*  a- 

year,  and  I  say  we  ;  artv  that 

fund,  and  the  political  machinery  for  its  pro' 
public  use. 
The  following  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Convention— 

hat  we  re>oice  that  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Financial 
Commission  has  at  length  made  too  dear  for  argument  th 
under  which  Ireland  has  been  so  long  and  is  still  labouring  in  the 
IB  attar  of  Imperial  taxation,  and  we  record  oar  grateful  thanks  to 
arduous  and  most  successful  labours  in  this 
regard  \\V  .  ili  upon  the  1:  .,  at  the  earliest  moment,  to 

press  upon  Parliament  our  demand  for  the  redress  of  past  wrongs, 
and  i  ief  from  present  unequal  burdens  imposed  by  the 

represent.!  <.nd  powerful  Britain  upon  weakened  and 

impoverished  Ireland." 


THE  PARNELLITE  CONVENTION. 

rntion  held  on  October,   1896,  in 
con:  vith  the  celebration  of  the  Pa: 

in   Dublin,    Mr.  John  Redn  presided.     In  the 

>s  he  referred  to  the  Report  of  the 
mmission,  and  s.iid  : — 

Last  Session  of  Parliament  was  in  many  ways  a  most  remark 

one.    It  was  remarkable  chiefly  on  account  of  the  report  which 

was  issued   by  the  Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 

financial  relations  of  the  two  countries.    That  report  of  a  Com- 

.presenting  all  political  parties,  and  arrived  at  practically 

.i red  that   Inland  had  been  for  several  genera- 

rtaxed  to  the  extent  of  three  millions  a  year.     As  to  how 

this  in  it:-  ild  be  redressed  was  a  delicate  and  difficult 

mat:  -ion  and  consultat; 

put  forward  his  own  individual  views  as  to  how  that  injustice 

could  be  remedied.    All  he  desired  to  say  was  of  a  general 

actor.     This  money  that  was  due  to  them  should  be  spent  in 

resuscitating  their  national  industries,  which  liad  been  destroyed 

h  legislation.     It  should  be  spent  in  spreading  education. 

It  should  be  spent  in  an  earnest  effort  to  rescue  the  great  industry 

of  agriculture,  which  was  the  staple  industry  of  the  country  from 
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the  position  into  which   it   had  fallen.     It  should  1  r  the 

(heapening  of  raihv  10  that  it  would  be  possil.l.-  for  their 

industries  to  compete  with  the  industries  of  other  count  i 

The  following,  among  other  resolutions,  was  proposed  for  adop- 
tion by  the  Convention  : — 

"  That  this  Convention  congratulates  the  Independent  Parlia- 
mentary Party  on  the  successful  issue  of  the  Financial  Relations 
Commission,  which  was  appointed  at  their  suggestion,  and 
upon  the  Government  to  adopt  prompt  measures  to  redrvss  the 
iniquitous  over-taxation  of  Ireland,  which  has  now  been  universally 
admitted,  and  with  that  view  to  lose  no  time  in  entering  into 
consultation  with  representatives  of  all  Irish  political  parties  in 
order  that  a  settlement  of  the  question  satisfactory  to  Ireland  may 
be  arrived  at." 

MR.  HANBURY'S  ADMISSION. 

Dr.  DENNEHY,  Lismore,  supported  the  resolution,  dealing  with 
the  Financial  Relations  Commission  Report. 

CAPTAIN  TOOLE,  Waterford,  suggested  that  with  the  sum  du 
Ireland  by  over-taxation    the    Government  should  purchase  the 
Irish  railways,  and  make  them  a  present  to  the  country.     I 
cost  of  carriage   of  freight,  etc.,  would   be   reduced,  and  mu<  h 
benefit  would  result  thereby.      In  three  years  the  Government 
would  be  recouped  sufficiently,  so  that  the  loss  would  not  be 
felt. 

Mr.  HARVEY,  Waterford,  also  spoke  in  support  of  the  resolution. 
Four  millions,  he  said,  were  wasted  annually  on  the  misgovern- 
ment  of  Ireland,  and  the  United  Kingdom  was  not  one  bit  the 
better  thereby.     No  one,  indeed,  benefited  by  this  outlay  c 
those  in  receipt  of  salaries  paid  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  said  that  some  years  ago  Mr.  Hanbury,  a 
member  of  the  present  Government,  had  admitted  to  him  that 
England  owed  Ireland  a  great  debt  of  restitution  owing  to  the 
manner  in  which  industries  had  been  crushed  out  of  the  country 
to  the  advantage  of  England.  How  much  greater  restitution  was 
now  due  having  regard  to  our  over-taxation  which  had  been  brought 
to  light. 

The  resolution  was  adopted. 


THE    LANDLORDS     CONVENTION, 

THE  Landlords'  Convention  took  the  question  into  con- 
sideration at  its  Session  on  Thursday,  January  28th,  1897. 
Sir  Thomas  Butler  presided  in  the  absence  of  the  Marquis 
of  Londonderry. 


Declarations  a'  d  Convention*. 

MONTGOMERY  proposed— 

:«M  that  the  Government  will  give 

early  and  adequate  consideration  to  the  questions  raised  by  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Financial   Relations 

MR.  BALFOUR'B  SPEECH  AND  LORD  CADOGAN'S. 

aid  they  welcomed  recent  utterances  of  Ministers,  which 
at  the  questions  raised  by  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
sion  were  to  receive  serious  consideration,  and  were  not  to  be 
alfour*s  speech  at  Manchester.    They 
.t  this  consideration  would  be  early  and  adequate 
ild  not  attempt  to  go  into  the  Questions  raised  by  the  Report. 
rds  of  the  Lor  .mi  at  Belfast 

.ght  that  no  further  justification  of  the  part 
by  a  number  of  Irish  landowners  in  the  movement  was 
required. 

XD  LORDS  AND  THE  AGITATION. 

w  of  the  repeated  suggestions  that  had  appeared  in  a 
section  of  the  English  Press  that  this  action  was  due  to  mere  ill- 
temper  excited  by  the  treatment  they  received  in  connection  with 
last  year's  Land  Act,  and  the  reproaches  cast  at  them  for,  it  was 
said,  agitating  in  company  with  persons  from  whom  they  asked 
r  friends  in  ('.real  Britain  to  save  them  some  time  ago,  he 
ight  a  few  words  on  these  points  would  not  be  out  of  place. 
He  had  only  alluded  to  this  subject  once  in  public,  and  he  then 
vcntu  .».  the  Report  had  not  produced  such  • 

and  as  it  seemed  to  have  on  some  other 
people's,  but  that  he  had  always  considered  it  to  be  the  d 
the  Government  and  Pa;  to  deal  with  Ireland  as  a  great 

it  landowner  should  deal  with  a  poor  and  negl 
outlying   .  i  le  added   that   if  their  rulers  wished  to  kill 

•  Rule  with  kindness  it  must   be   kindness  of  a  dif! 
ter  from  that  shown  by  feeding  a  dog  with  joints  off  his 
own  tail,  which  was  what  was  done  by  certain  so-called  remedial 
legislation.     The  connection  between  the  part  taken  bye. 
landlords  in  this  agitation  and  the  history  of  the  Land  Act  of  last 
Session  seemed  to  him  to  be  not  one  of  temper,  but  one  of  certain 
cal  lessons  learnt  in  the  course  of  the  passage  of  that  measure 
through  Parliament    Last  July  and  August  they  learned  very 
.  tly  that  if  you  have  only  justice  and  reason  on  your  side 
you  will  get  very  little ;  but  if  you  have  a  big  crowd  you  may  get 
a  good  deal     A  majority  of  two  to  one  in  the  House  of  Ixmi 
several  things ;  but  what  produced  the  most  remarkable  results 
was  a  defeat  of  the  Government  in  the  House  of  Commons  by 
the  united  vote  of  all  sections  of  Irish  members,  helped  by  a  few 


. 

on  both  liail  the 

cflfect  of  turning,  what  in  th 
was  ii 

::i    perfect  case.     The   result,   in 
menis  in  Land  Stock,  was,  indeed,  being  • 

he  proceedings  of  th<  Commission^ 

limiting  the  amount  of  the  advances,  but  the  lesso  ctical 

cd. 

THE  VALUE  RETURNED  FOR  TAXATION. 

He  would  ask  did  the  average  individual  Irish  ta\  t  the 

same  value  for  the  taxes  he  pays  as  the  a\ 

He   maintained    that  he  did  not;  for  the  sai;  and 

opportunity  of  enjoyment  and  advancement  were  not  ( 
taxpayer  living  in  the  midst  of  a  poor  community  as 

\: x payer  living  in  the  midst  of  a  munity. 

could  not  accept  Treasury  loans  as  a  set  off  in  this  matter, 
did  not  see  how  they  could  regard  a  movement  that  h. 
the  Government  to  give  serious  consideration  to  th  45  of 

the  Treasury  with  Ireland  as  otherwise  than  healthy  and 
timed. 

LORD  CLONBROCK,  in  seconding  the  resolution,  s  ^tion 

of  the  landlords  of  this  country  had  been  subjected  to  a  great  deal 
of  hostile  criticism. 

LANDLORDS   AND    THE   MO\ 

Apprehension  had  been  created  amongst  people  for  whom 
had  great  respect,  that  landlords  by  joining,  even  to  a  limited 
extent,  in   this   movement,  had   to  a  certain   extent,   identified 
themselves  with  people  to  whom,  on  other  matters,  they 
strongly  opposed.     He  did  not  quarrel  with  these 

ed  the  links  that  bound  their  party  together  could  not  be 
too  closely  scrutinised,  and  there  must  be  no  dallying  with 
principles.     At  the  same  time,  he  believed  those  appr 
were  utterly  unfounded,  and  he  would  even   go  so  far  as  t< 
that  they  were  utterly  illogical,  and  in  this  connection  he  would 
refer  their  critics  to  the  speech  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
day  in   Belfast.     In  his  own  county  he  (Lord  Clonbrock)  said 
the  other  day  that  there  was  nothing  political  in  this  nunement, 
and  that  if  there  was  he  would  not  join  in  it.     There  were  other 
questions  on  which  people  of  very  divergent  views  joined,  such  as 
temperance,  and  workhouse  reform,  and  was  he  to  be  told  that 
they  were  nor  to  join  in  this  financial  movement  been 

Home  Rulers  in  it?     It   had   been  stated  that  the   land- 
lords joined   in   this    movement    because    they    were    sin.. 
under    the   injustice    inflicted   on  them  by  the    (iovernnu: 
connection  with  last  year's   Land  Bill.      They  deeply  res 
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that    Land    1:  n   was  no  reason   why  they  should    be 

charged  with  vindictivenc**,  frfrmt^f  they  asked  for  an  inquiry 

ly  different  ni  .11  not  t:  -bey  were 

actuated  cither  by  spite  or  \:ndtcnveneat,  or  in  any  wiy  had 
(alien  away  from  their  allegiance  to  their  principles.  They 
supported  the  Government  because  they  were  sound  on  the 
qwVition  of  the  but  they  should  not  be  debarred  on  that 

account,  from  urging  claim*  on  behalf  of  their  own  doss,  or  on 
behalf  of  the  whole  of  Ireland. 

Mr  supporting  the  resolution,  said  he 

would  have  been  disposed  to  have  supported  a  much  stjomnr 
resolution  on  this  question.  (jgnised  the  great 

portance  of  preserving  that  united  action  which  had  been  dis- 
played by  Irishmen  of  all  daises  and  creeds  on  this  important 
question  ;  and  among  no  dass  was  it  more  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  united  opinion  than  among  Irish  landowners. 
himself  would  have  been  inclined  to  affirm  the  report  of  the 
majority  of  the  Financial  Relations  Commission --a  report  founded 
upon  facts — and  he  believed  the  conclusions  were  logical, 
hoped,  therefore,  that  those  who  mi  ,'ht  not  be  1  to  go  so 

recognise  that  this  resolution  was  one  that  on 
be  accepted  unanimously  by  the  landowners,  and  not  only  that, 
tat  the  necessities  of  carry  and  adequate  consideration  of 
the  matters  raised  must  not  be  shirked  or  shelved  by  the  Govcrn- 
it. 


TIIK    1>  \NGER   OF  A   NEW  INQUIRY. 

•  reat  t  linger  in  the  action  of  the  Government  in  offer- 

.at  was  that  some  of  our  statesmen  might 

heads  tha*  :M  shelve  the  question, 

x*  agitation  and  the  movement  now  going  on  in  Ireland 

might  die  out.      They  could  not  conceal  from 

•ry  great  influences  were  at  work  in 

Irclu  .ica  from  the  position  which 

thought    Irish    landlords  would   be 

ng  in  the  .  >t  prepared  to  work  as  bard 

as  any  other  class  to  i.  out  to  their  country  in 

h  the  constitutional  rights  which  Ireland  possesses 

-ty  of  Union.     Those  rights  are  dear  and  distinct, 

and  i  tiie  financial  privileges  granted  to  Ireland  by  the 

\rticlc  of  the  Union  and  by  the  Consolidation  Act  of  iSi6. 

should  ask  for  nothing  more  than  what  was  there  provided  ; 

they  should  be  satisfied  with  nothing  less. 

1R.   VESEY    FlTZGl  <  KOUISES. 


while  on  this  point,  he  would  say  that  no  desire  had  been 
expressed  throughout  the  movement  for  a  repeal  of  the  fiscal 
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union  of  1816.  On  the  contra:  i  >re  the  matter  was  dis- 

cussed the  more  it  would  be  found  that  discriminate  taxation  in 
favour  of  Ireland  would  not  provide  the  same  benefits  to  Ireland 
in  proportion  to  the  loss  of  revenue  which  would  be  obtained  by 
•it  of  taxation  under  the  abatement  clause.  He 
thought  that  the  declared  opinions  of  responsible  statesmen  made 
at  the  settlement  of  this  question  of  finance  between  the  two 
countries  were  worthy  of  some  consideration.  He  would  not  go 
back  to  the  date  of  the  Union,  as  they  all  knew  by  this  time  the  ex- 
pressed opinions  of  Pitt  and  Castlereagh  as  to  future  adjustments 

:  intention  was  carried  out  by  the  Fiscal  Union  Resolutions  of 
1816,  providing,  as  they  did,  the  power  to  Parliament  of  making 
abatements  to  Ireland.  Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald,  Irish  Chancellor 
of  the  day,  on  the  occasion  when  he  submitted  proposals  for  fiscal 
union,  called  attention  to  the  report  which  had  been  made  pre- 
paratory to  the  same.  He  said  : — "  I  regard  the  act  which  the 
report  of  the  Financial  Committee  so  strongly  recommends  as  the 
consummation  of  the  great  compact  which  is  the  basis  of  our 
power  and  fame.  I  regard  it  as  a  measure  of  indulgence  to 
Ireland  and  of  justice  to  Great  Britain.  I  do  not  fear  that 
ment  will  ever  declare  the  Irish  taxpayer  to  bear  the  entire 

'it  of  the  taxation,  which  the  wealth  and  resources  of  England 
enabled  her  to  support  without  reference  to  those  considerations 
upon  which  alone  Ireland  should  be  exempted  from  those  burthens 
which  are  laid  on  all  other  subjects  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
power  of  the  exemption  is  specially  reserved  to  Parliament  by  the 
Act  of  Union."  A  study  of  his  speech  on  the  occasion  clearly 
shows  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Parliament,  by  means  of  such 
abatements  as  might  be  made, to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  Ireland, 
and  to  carry  out  the  policy  of  improvement  which,  to  a  limited 

,t,  had  been  inaugurated  by  the  Irish  Parliament. 

LORD    LIVERPOOL. 

Lord  Liverpool,  speaking  on  the  Irish  Spirit  Duties  Bill  in  the 
same  year,  referring  to  the  proposed  fiscal  union,  said  "  that  when 
the  two  Treasuries  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  should  be  con- 
solidated, such  a  measure,  arranged  with  due  caution,  should  be 
found  exceedingly  advantageous  to  all  parties  ;  and  that  the  Irish 
public  would  be  peculiarly  benefited  by  its  operation.  Care  would, 
no  doubt,  be  taken  in  regulating  the  taxation  to  pay  due  regard  to 
local  circumstances,  and  that  the  principles  of  the  measure  in 
contemplation  should  be  equally  fair  towards  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland."  Now,  the  reason  he  drew  attention  to  this  matt<  ; 
that  in  England  the  position  of  landowners  and  Unionists  was 
misunderstood. 

On  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  J.  R.  Garstin  it  was  agreed  to  sub- 
stitute the  words  "  Great  Britain  "  for  "  England  "  in  the  resolution. 
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II    Bovp  thought   the   resolution   was  a  lukewarm 
one  as  it  flood    This  was  a  mo*  important  m  *cy  found 

,  platform  on  which  they  could  all  ftand  together,  and  be 
certainly  thought  they  should  make  the  most  of  the  oppocti 

iggested  that  they  should  amend  the  resolution  by  describing 
the  report  as  a  valuable  one. 

BAGWELL  said  he  should  object  to  that,  because  it  might 
.  c  an  expression  of  opinion.     He  would  have  DO  objection 
to  calling  the  rcj>ort  import 

MoHTOOMEtv-If  The  aConor  Don  wishes,  I  shall  have 
no  objection  to  amend  the  resolut 

ONOR  DON— I  don't  think  it  is  for  me  to  say. 
Mr.  BOYD  moved,  as  an  amendment,  to  insert  the  word  "  im- 
portant "  before  M  report "  in  the  resolution,  and  a  division  befog 
nged,  the  amendment  was  lost,  amid  some  laughter,  by  18 
votes  to  i  a. 

THE  COUMfY   WATER  FORD. 

VILUERS  STUART  said  that  the  County  Waterford  was,  he 
believed,  about  the  only  county  in  Ireland  that  had  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  an  opinion  on  this  matter.  The  reason  was  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County  was  the  Duke  of  Devonshire,  and, 
as  a  member  of  the  Government,  he  naturally  could  not  see  his  way 
to  call  a  county  meeting,  though  he  was  requested  to  do  so,  lest  it 
might  embarrass  the  Government  As  a  delegate  from  the  C 
Waterford,  he  (Mr.  Stuart)  would  like  to  say  that  that  county  was 
in  line  with  the  rest  of  Ireland  on  this  question,  and,  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  he  fully  endorsed  the  words  they  had  listened  to 
that  day  from  Mr.  Montgomery  and  Lord  Gonbrock, 

THE   POSITION  OF  ULSTER. 

COLONEL  LOWRY  assured  the  Convention  that  if  Ulster  had  not 
taken  a  prominent  part  in  this  agitation  it  was  not,  he  was  sure, 
from  any  unwillingness  on  the  part  of  the  people  there  to  co-operate 
with  their  political  opponents  in  any  matter  that  would  be  for  the 
good  of  Ireland.  It  was  merely  because  their  minds  were  not  fully 
made  up  on  the  matter;  but  the  resolution  of  the  Ext 
Council  of  the  Convention  expressed  his  own,  and  he  believed 
views,  on  the  matter.  They  wanted  further  inquiry,  and  if 
that  further  inquiry  should  elicit  the  fact  that  the  claims  of  Ireland 
to  separate  treatment  were  well  founded,  he  thought  it  would  be 
found  that  representatives  of  Ulster  would  cooperate  heart  and 
soul  with  the  rest  of  Ireland. 

The  O'CosoR  DON  said  if  it  was  desirable  he  should  be  quite 
ready  to  cuter  into  a  defence  of  the  report  with  which  his  own 

Q 
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name  was  connected,  or  of  what  he  mi^ht  call  tin-  unanimous 
report  of  the  Commission. 

THE  SUGGESTION   OF  A   NEW  INQUIRV. 

iVith  regard  to  the  remarks  made  by  Colonel  Lowry,  he  wished  to 
say  at  once  that  if  he  understood  that  this  resolution,  which  they 
now  asked  to  accept,  implied  their  belief  that  further  inquiry 
was  necessary,  and  that  a  new  Commission  was  necessary,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  could  not  assent  to  it.  To  a  certain  extent, 
the  adoption  of  a  resolution  admitting  that  further  inquiry  was 
necessary  until  he  knew  what  the  nature  of  that  inquiry  was, 
and  to  what  it  was  to  be  directed,  would  undoubtedly  be  a 
vote  of  censure  upon  the  Commission  that  had  alrea<l> 
He  maintained  that  the  basis  of  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mission, and  the  basis  on  which  it  was  first  created,  arose  out  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Union,  and  they  now  required  that 
justice  should  be  done,  for  it  was  justice  and  not  charity  they 
asked  for. 

THE  UNION   OF  CLASSES. 

As  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  felt  no  necessity  to  apologise  for 
appearing  on  a  platform  with  those  politically  opposed  to  him.  He 
<vas  rather  proud  of  it.  He  wished  the  opportunity  was  more 
frequently  afforded  Irishmen  of  appearing  on  a  common  platform, 
and  being  enabled  to  do  something  for  the  benefit  of  their  common 
country.  He  protested  against  the  idea  that  appeared  to  have 
grown  up  of  setting  one  Irishman  to  fight  another,  and  afterwards, 
when  they  had  agreed,  it  appeared  to  be  regarded  as  a  most  extra- 
ordinary proceeding.  He  was  glad  that  this  financial  question  had 
done  something  to  promote  union  in  the  country,  and,  he  believed, 
if  they  tried  to  promote  that  union  amongst  all  classes,  they  might 
be  able  to  accomplish  a  good  deal  for  the  landlords  of  the  country. 

CAPTAIN  O'CALLAGHAN-WESTROPP,  referring  to  the  proposed 
new  Commission,  said — Speaking  as  an  Irishman,  though  he  was 
there  as  a  landlord,  he  hoped  that  the  terms  of  reference,  and  the 
men  to  be  put  on  the  further  Commission,  would  be  such  as  they 
could  have  the  fullest  confidence  in  both  as  regards  their  ability 
and  impartiality. 

The  resolution  was  then  put  to  the  meeting,  and  was  unani- 
mously agreed  to. 

THE   AGRICULTURAL   RATES   ACT. 

On  the  motion  of  The  O'Conor  Don,  seconded  by  Mr.  Richard 
Bagwell,  it  was  agreed — "That  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Rates  Act,  1896,  should  (mutatis  mutandis)  be  extended  to 
Ireland,"  and  the  London  committee  were  requested  to  bring  the 
matter  before  Parliament  during  the  present  Session. 


itt     /'...'    '  /  ''/.:. 

•  'LARATION  OF  COLONEL  SAUNDKRSON. 

AT  a  meeting  at  Belturbet,    Co.  Civan,    h  December, 

Colonel  Saonderson,  M.I'.,  in  the  come  of  an  address,  •* 

time  is  come  when  men  of  all  classes  should  unite.     Up 

c  present    they  say  Great   Britain  has  been  generous  to 

I   have  often  pointed  out  that    they  have  been 

generous  to  one  part  of  Ireland  at  the  expense  of  another  part. 

,£  3,000,000  of  money  has  been  taken  from  Ireland.    Now 

1  be  seen  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 

Treasury  will  •  hands  into  their  pockets  to  restore  to 

Ireland  justice.    It  is  a  hopeful  sign  to  see  meetings  being  held 

of  all  classes  and  creeds.     I  don't  think  it  will  be  satisfactory  to 

the  British  Treasury  when  Irishmen  of  all  classes  unite.    Now,  I 

say,  they  have  got  the  opportunity  to  do  justice  to  Ireland,  and 

•  House  of  Commons  you  will  find  a  lot  will  have  to  be  said 

s  just  demand  on  the  British  people.     I  don't  see  on  what 

logical  grounds  anything  can  be  urged  against  it 


•    [      228      ] 


DECLARATIONS   OF   BRITISH 
STATESMEN. 


MR.  JOHN  MORLEY. 

MR.  GOSCHEN'S  PRECEDENT— THE  CHARACTER  OF 
THE  COMMISSION. 

THE  following  letter  appeared  in  the  Times  in  reply  to  a 
leading  article  on  the  Cork  Meeting  : — 

11  SIR, — As  you  admit  that  the  body  of  the  Commission  on  Irish 
Financial  Relations  were  '  no  doubt  men  of  the  highest  character, 
and  most  of  them  of  considerable  capacity,'  what  I  may  call  the 
personal  authority  of  their  Report  might  be  left  where  you  place 
it  But  you  go  on  to  impair  this  authority  by  describing  them  as 
a  body  '  constituted  with  the  undisguised  intention  of  promoting 
the  policy  of  separation.' 

MR.  GOSCHEN'S  ACTION  IN  1890. 

"  Why  should  this  be  any  more  true  of  the  Commission  of 
1894  than  of  the  Select  Committee  of  1890?  In  1890  Mr. 
Sexton  asked  for  a  Committee  to  review  the  taxation  of  Ireland. 
Mr.  Goschen,  then  at  the  Exchequer,  replied : — 

4 1  think  we  shall  be  prepared  to  grant  an  inquiry  into  the 
Financial  Relations  of  the  two  countries.  I  do  not  want  to 
exclude  Scotland,  and  I  think  hon.  members  from  both  countries 
will  see  that  we  are  anxious  to  meet  them.  We  shall  be  glad  to 
throw  as  much  light  as  possible  on  the  Financial  Relations  of  the 
two  countries.  Hon.  members  will  see  at  once  that  it  must  be  a 
full  and  proper  inquiry.  ...  Of  course,  if  the  inquiry  should 
show  that  injustice  has  been  done  to  any  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  steps  mil  be  taken  to  afford  redress.' — May  20,  1890. 
s.,  344,  p.  1,470. 

The  motion  for  the  Committee  was  made,  and  Mr.  Goschen,  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  expressed  his  anxiety  that  it  should 
proceed  without  any  delay.  The  Committee  was  finally  appointed 
August  13.  It  was  about  as  strong  a  Committee  as  the  House 
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could  furnish,  and  it  was  understood  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
uself  would  be  called  to  the  chair.  He  objected  to 
any  historical  retrospect  The  purpose,  he  said,  was  to  tee 
whether  Scotland  or  Ireland  should  be  relieved  of  any  portion  of 
the  taxation  they  now  pay ;  to  see  if  there  should  be  any  altera- 
tion of  existing  burdens.  'The  power  of  a  country  to  pay  taxation 
must  to  a  Urge  extent  depend  on  numbers.  I  trust  all  these 
matters  will  be  threshed  out  in  the  Committee.'  The  order  of 
reference  included  fire  heads  of  inquiry,  the  fifth  being  this— 
v  far  the  Financial  Relations  established  by  the  sums  so 
contr 

conditions,  are  eauitable,  having  regard  to  the  resources  and 
population  of  Kngland,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  respective 

u  All  this  makes  two  things  dear  and  beyond  all  dispute.  First, 
the  Government  of  that  day  distinctly  assumed  that  Ireland  was 
to  be  treated  as  a  separate  taxable  entity.  Second,  they  regarded 
an  inquiry  into  relative  taxable  resources  as  proper,  expedient, 
and  necessary.  It  is  idle,  therefore,  to  disparage  the  Report 
(whatever  other  objections  may  be  taken  to  it),  on  the  ground 
either  that  the  whole  proceeding  was  a  mere  branch  of  the  policy 
•mo  Rule,  or  that  it  went  on  a  certain  assumption  of  Ireland 
being  a  separate  entity  which  was  peculiar  to  Home  Rulers.  Both 
that  assumption  and  the  necessity  of  inquiry  were  formally  and 
explicitly  admitted  by  the  Unionist  Government  of  1890,  before 
they  were  acted  upon  by  us  in  1894.  It  may  be,  as  you  say,  that 
the  assumption  is  'contrary  to  the  unbroken  practice  of  two 
generations.'  At  all  events  both  parties  in  the  State  have  now 
agreed  that  this  practice  can  no  longer  be  taken  to  rest  on  any 
'  principle. 


THE   COMPOSITION  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

\s  for  the  personal  composition  of  the  Commission,  it  was 
constituted  upon  two  principles.  First,  a  balance  in  strength 
between  England  and  Ireland ;  second,  a  balance  within  the  con- 
tingent from  Ireland,  between  Nationalist  and  Unionist.  If 
anybody  can  name  four  men  more  thoroughly  imbued  with  the 
habits  and  prepossessions  of  the  straitest  sect  of  the  Treasury,  or 
more  likely  to  stand  stoutly  up  for  the  British  taxpayer,  than  the 
four  who  come  first  in  your  list  this  morning  I  shall  be  much  sur- 
prised They  are  not  to  be  found.  As  a  matter  of  (act,  nobody 
who  is  acquainted  with  them  believes  that  they  did  otherwise  than 
decide,  be  their  decision  right  or  wrong,  on  the  balance  of  the 
evidence  brought  before  them,  especially  by  their  three  brother 
experts,  from  different  points  of  view — Sir  Edward  Hamilton,  Sir 
Alfred  Milncr,  and  Sir  Robert  Giffen.  Mr.  Bertram  Currie  was 
not  an  official;  but  his  position  in  the  esteem  of  the  C 
guarantee  enough  that  ha  would  not  see  any  fiscal  wrong  done  to 
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the  Britis'  r  if  he  could  help  it     The  Irish  members  of 

the  Commission  complained  that,  though  the  balance  in  numbers 
had  been  fairly  kept  between  England  and  Ireland,  yet  tin 
superiority  of  the  representatives  of  En-land  in  official  knowledge 
would  give  her  an  unfair  advantage.     It  was  to  meet  this  not  un- 
reasonable objection  that  we  added  two  more  Irish  naiucs 
supplementary  warrant,  one  Nationalist  and  one  Unionist 
both  of  them  were  of  the  highest  financial  and  commercial  com- 
petence to  be  found  in  Ireland. 

u  It  was  true  that  we  were  not  so  fortunate  as  to  secure  the 
services  on  the  Commission  of  anybody  from  the  (then)  front 
Opposition  bench,  but  that  was  no  fault  of  ours.     The  le 
were  pressed  to  allow  two  of  their  colleagues,  with  special  ex- 
perience at  the  Treasury,  to  serve  on   the    Commission.    The 
request  was  refused,  on  the  ground  that  the  reference  went 
to  the  finance  of  the  legislative  Union,  and  that  retrospect  Mr. 
Goschen  had  always  resolutely  declined  to  open. 

"  The  questions  raised  by  the  Report  are  probably  the  most 
difficult  and  complex  that  have  ever  come  before  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  Grave  issues  hang  upon  them.  The  discussion 
will  not  be  advanced  by  trying  to  give  the  go-by  either  to  the 
Commission  or  to  their  Reports. — Yours  faithfully, 

"December  isth."  "JOHN  MORLEY. 

THE    ACT    OF  UNION    AND    THE    SETTLEMENT 
OF  1816. 

REPLYING  to  a   further   article  in  the    Times,  Mr.  John 
Morley  wrote : — 

"  I  should  be  sorry  to  think  that  a  Unionist  is  a  man  who 
does  not  study  the  Act  of  Union,  but  I  must  say  that  it  is  1 
ning  to  look  rather  like  it. 

THE   ACT   OF   UNION. 

"  The  Irish,  you  say,  cannot  appeal  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  Union  treating  Ireland  as  a  separate  taxable  entity  unless 
they  are  prepared  to  be  bound  by  the  terms  of  the  compact  that 
broke  down  in  1817 — in  other  words  to  pay  a  quota  of  two- 
seventeenths  '  as  contemplated  by  the  Act  of  Union.'  You  speak, 
further,  of  this  quota  as  Ireland's  '  promised  payment.'  As  for 
the  promise,  everybody  knows  that  even  partisans  of  the  Treaty  of 
Union  in  the  Irish  Parliament  protested  against  the  quota  as  ex 
cessive,  unfair,  and  impossible.  Events  pretty  speedily  justified 
the  protest.  But  the  framers  of  the  Act,  by  their  own  wording 
of  its  articles,  knew  that  this  hostile  contention  might  very  con- 
ceivably turn  out  to  be  true.  For  they  expressly  limited  the 
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i  the  quota  of  two-seventeenths  to  a  period  of  twenty 

years,  and  they  provided  that  it  should  be  revised  on  a -certain 

defined  basis  at  intervals  of  not  more  than  twenty  or  less  thin 

>  years,  unless  Parliament  should  previously  have  declared 

:c  of  the  United  Kingdom  should  be  defrayed 

X  by  equal  taxes  imposed  on  the  like  articles  in 

.    It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  your  appeal  to  the 

Act »  .is  containing  any  compact,  promise,  or  agreement, 

that  the  Irish  quota  was  definitely  fixed  at  a  certain  figure  in 

mcmla  uicuhrum  cannot   be  sustained.      M  nd   Lord 

Castlereaffh  were  quite  aware  of  possible  err  r  calcula- 

>•  provided  for  revision  from  time  to  time  accor 

SETTLEMENT   Of    l8l6. 

Then  came  the  amalgamation  of  the  Exchequers  sixteen  yean 

later.    A  correspondent  of  yours  this  morning  recites  the  resolu- 

>n  which  this  proceeding  was  founded,  and  tells  us 

ill  take  a  good  deal  of  demonstration  to   convince 

dispassionate  persons  that  the  policy  of  1816  was  wrong.  Perhaps; 

but  what  was  the  policy  of  1816  ?    It  was  a  repeal  of  the  principle 

jf  quota  and  the  substitution  for  it  of  the  principle  of  indiscrimi- 

n  in  the  two  countries.     This  second 

principle  was  undoubtedly  in  the  minds  of  the  framers  of  the  Union 
as  an  ultimate  object  of  their  policy,  and  as  such  it  appears  in  the 
Seventh  Article,  But  what  your  correspondent  overlooks  is  the 
all-important  fact  (for  the  purposes  of  this  discussion)  that  the 
policy  of  1816,  like  the  policy  of  1800,  marches  tentatively  and 
provisionally.  The  Act  of  Union  (Article  vii.,  clause  7)  in  laying 
down  beforehand  the  conditions  under  which  taxation  should 
become  equal  and  indiscriminate,  specifies  that  this  process  of 
assimilation  shall  be  subject  to  such  particular  exemptions  or  abate- 
ments in  Ireland  "  as  circumstances  may  appear  from  time  to  time 
to  demand."  The  policy  of  1816,  therefore,  carries  over  and  ex- 
tends to  the  method  of  indiscriminate  taxation  the  very  same  prin- 
ciple of  revision  from  time  to  time  which  had  accompanied  the  origi- 
nal method  of  fixed  quota.  The  Committee  of  1816  incorporated 
this  qualification  in  their  resolution  for  Financial  Union.  Both- 

rst  and  the  second  resolution  of  1816,  as  set  out  by  your 
correspondent  to-day,  incorporate  the  same  principle  in  the  same 
words.  Parliament  had  tried  the  method  of  ?**/*,  subject  to 
revision,  and  quota  broke  down.  In  1816  it  tried  the  other 
method,  but  s:  :  to  revision.  The  Act  of  1816,  as  dearly 

as  the  Act  of  Union,  recognises  the  right  of  Ireland  to  claim 
exemptions  or  abatements  as  circumstances  may  from  time  to 
tiun  So  necessary  did  Parliament  then  deem  it,  a 

Pitt  had  deemed  it  necessary  sixteen  years  before,  to  guard  Ireland 
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against  a  stereotyped  and  inflexible  standard  of  contribution, 
which  her  varying  circumstances  or  resources  might  in  time  make 
impracticable  or  unjust 

"To  say  that  the  Commission,  or  anybody  else  who  goes  with 

them,  claims  that  Ireland  should  be  treated  *  in  the  way  in  which 

i ment  for  eighty  years   has  refused  to  tr  is  to  imply 

the  exact  reverse  of  plain  historic  fact     Separate  financial 

mcnt   of  Ireland  is  a  principle  of  the  Act  of  Union.     It  is  a 

iple  of  the  Act  of  1816.     It  existed  as  a  fact  for  half  a 

ry  after  the  first  of  these  events,  and  for  nearly  forty  years 

after   the   second.     What  can   be  the  sense  of   talking  about 

Parliament  and  eighty  years  ?    Take  the  famous  Committee  of 

1864,  and  see  the  order  of  reference : — *  To  consider  the  taxation 

of  Ireland,  how  far  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  Treaty  of  Union, 

or  just  in  reference  to  the  resources  of  the  country.'     Parliament 

may  have  been  wise  or  unwise  ;  but  it  is  surely  childish  to  deny 

that  from  1800  to  1890  it  has  again  and  again  admitted  that  the 

resources  of  Ireland  are  to  be  treated  as  a  separate  matter. 

"There  are  half  a  dozen  ways  of  dealing  with  that  most 
awkward  finding,  on  which  all  the  Commissioners,  save  one,  are 
agreed.  Not  one  of  these  ways  is  free  from  very  considerable 
embarrassment  and  perplexity,  both  in  argument  and  in  substance. 
I  am  not  one  of  those,  if  there  be  any,  who  think  that  much  of 
that  slippery  stuff  called  party  capital  is  likely  to  come  out  of  this 
intricate  question  for  either  English  party.  The  Government  will, 
before  long,  inform  us  which  couise  they  think  best  Meanwhile, 
let  us  at  least  keep  as  free  as  human  infirmity  will  allow  of  careless 
or  sophistical  perversion  of  the  true  history  of  the  thing. — Yours 
faithfully, 

"JOHN  MORLEV. 

"  December  23." 


SIR    EDWARD    CLARKE. 

IN  addressing  his  constituents  at  Plymouth,  on  January  4th, 
Sir  Edward  Clarke,  formerly  Unionist  Solicitor-General, 
dealt  with  the  subject  of  the  Financial  Relations  Report. 
He  said  :— 

There  had  recently  been  published  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
on  the  Financial  Relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

THE    HISTORY   OF  THE   QUESTION. 

The  history  of  those  Relations  practically  began  with  the  Act  of 
Union  at  the  beginning  of  the  present  century.     Previous  to 
the  Irish  Exchequer  was  distinct  from  that  of  Great  Britain,  and 
Ireland's  contribution  to  the  expenses  of  the  great  war  was  an 
extremely  small  one.     From   1773  to  1800  the  Irish  revenue  was 
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something  under  two  millions  a  year,    and    during    Grattan's 
Parliament  Ireland  came  into  something  like  financial  diftress. 

deficits  amounted  to  sixteen  millions,  and  so  bad  was  her 

credit  that  in  order  to  raise  the  sum  she  had  to  make  a  debt  of 

lions.    Under  these  drcumstinces,  by  the  genius 

of  Mr.  Pitt  and  Lord  Castlereagh,  the  Act  of  Union  was  carried 

4\\.  By  that  Act  Ireland  was  to  bear  two-seventeenths  of 
the  taxation  of  the  whole  country  and  that  did  not  seem  to  be 
an  unfair  arrangement,  taking  into  .  onsideration  the  population 
of  the  two  islands  at  that  time.  It  mounted  to  this,  that  by  the 
Act  ot  Union  every  individual  in  Orcat  Britain  would  pay  three 
and  a  half  times  as  much  as  a  pet  son  in  Ireland,  and  there  was 
no  reason  to  believe  that  there  was  any  neglect  of  Ireland's  interest 
:  that  Act  was  passed.  Ireland,  however,  could  not 
pay  that  two-seventeenths.  That  great  war,  instead  of  coming  to 
an  end,  extended  its  area,  and  became  more  and  more  costly. 
For  the  sixteen  years  that  passed  between  the  Act  of  Union  and 
the  consolidation  of  the  Exchequers  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
she  continued  to  raise  about  the  same  amount  in  taxation  as  she 
had  raised  before,  but  she  increased  her  debt  by  eighty-four 

MS  of  money,  and  it  became  clear  that  the  relations 
between  the  two  countries  required  to  be  further  adjusted. 
In  May,  1816,  a  resolution  was  passed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  the  effect  that  all  future  expenses  should  be  defrayed 
indiscriminately  by  equal  taxes  on  similar  articles  in  each  country, 
and  such  taxes  should  be  imposed  and  applied  subject  only  to 
such  particular  exemptions  or  ab.r  n  Ireland  and  Scotland 

as  circumstances  might  appear  from  time  to  time  to  demand. 
That  resolution  was  passed  in  May,  1816,  and  from  the  $th 
January,  1817,  until  to-day,  the  system  of  taxation  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  had  been  one  and  the  same,  not  absolutely 
equal  in  both  countries,  because  certain  exemptions  had  been 
made  in  favour  of  Ireland,  but  from  1817  for  about  seventy  years, 
with  only  occasional  complaints  from  the  representatives  of 
d,  the  system  of  a  joint  taxation  had  been  carried  on.  In 
1886,  however,  came  the  proposal  of  the  Home  Rule  scheme,  and 

•ly  it  was  contemplated  that  there  should  be  a  separation  in 

•  overnmcfU  and  Parliament  it  became  important,  of  course, 
to  examine  what  share  of  the  public  expenditure  Ireland  in 
ness  ought  to  bear.  Certain  investigations  were  made,  and  in 
1886  the  House  of  Commons  rejected  the  Home  Rule  Bill.  In 
1890,  Mr.  Goschen,  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  agreed  to 
the  appointment  of  a  committee  which,  for  various  reasons,  never 

•lit  after  the  second  Home  Rule  scheme  had  been  introduced 
in  1893  a  Commission  was  appointed  by  the  late  Go 
which  was  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  Financial    Relations 
between  Ireland  and  Great  Britain, 
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THE   IRISH   MOVEMENT— THE  CHARACTER  OF    THE  COMMISSION. 

Since  that  Commission  had  reported  they  had  seen  in   Ireland 

icle  of  people  assembled  to. 

the  same  platform — the  most  prominent  Unionists  side  by 
with  the  most  prominent  Nation  Many  unfortun.i 

had  been  said,  and  a  great  deal  of  feeling  had  been  arous 
subject  in  Ireland.     They  would  have  to  face  the  fact  that  in  the 
House  of  Commons  there  would  be  a  movement  of  tiie  whole 
Irish  members,  Unionists   as  well   as    Nationalists,   in    on: 
redress  the  grievances  under  which  they  conceived  themselves  to 
be  suffering.     On  the  other  side,  too,  language  which  was  lament- 
able had  been  used.     It  had  been  said  that  the  Commission  was  a 
packed  Commission  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  Home 
Rule.     It   was  a  Commission  consisting  almost  entirely  of  the 
political  party  pledged  to  the  scheme  of  Home  Rule,  and  if  they 

called  upon  to  discuss  the  advice  given  by  them  with  r 
to  Imperial  policy  he  should  refuse  to  consider  their  recommenda- 
tions until  they  had  been  discussed  by  a  Commission  more  fairly 
representative  of  both  countries  as  well  as  of  both  parties.     But 
he  could  not  conceal  from  himself  the  fact  that  although  upon  any 
question    of  Imperial  policy  the    opinion   of  that   Comm 
would  be  of  very  little  authority,  still  it  was  so  constituted  that 
upon  questions  of  financial  fact  it  was  a  very  strong  Comm: 
indeed,  and  he  could  not  refuse  to  accept  the  conclusions  of  fact 
at  which  that  Commission  had  arrived. 

THE  FACTS  :   THE  CONCLUSFONS  OF  THE  COMMISSION  MODERATE. 

The  facts  were  these — that  Ireland  was  paying  about  one-thirteenth 
of  the  whole  taxation  of  the  country,  and  that  the  wealth  of  Ireland, 
instead  of  being  one-thirteenth,  was  only  the  eighteenth  part  of 
the  wealth  of  the  United  Kingdom.  There  was  a  further  con- 
clusion which  seemed  right  and  moderate.  That  was  that  if  the 
wealth  of  Ireland  formed  only  one-eighteenth  part  of  the  wealth 
of  the  United  Kingdom  the  taxable  capacity  of  Ireland  could  not 
be  put  higher  than  one-twentieth  of  the  taxable  capacity  of  the 
whole  kingdom.  What  was  the  difference  between  wealth  and 
taxable  capacity  ?  When  Mr.  Pitt  was  framing  the  Act  of  Union 
he  had  that  very  point  in  view.  In  1785  he  said  his  opinion  was 
that  the  country  which  was  only  double  in  resources  and  established 
trade  of  another  country,  might  have  the  capacity  of  paying  ten 
times  as  much  in  taxes.  That  was  putting  it  too  high,  but  it 
expressed  this  truth,  and  when  they  were  judging  of  the  relative 
taxable  capacity  of  the  two  peoples,  if  one  people  was  much 
wealthier  as  a  body  than  another,  they  ought  to  deduct  so  much 
for  the  absolute  necessary  expenditure  of  each  individual  of  each 
country  before  they  made  a  comparison  of  their  taxable  capacity. 
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The  itsull  was  that  the  moderate  estimate  given  by  tint  Com- 
mission was  that,  whereas  Ireland  now  paid  one  thirteenth  of  the 
taxes,  her  wealth  was  only  equal  to  one-eighteenth  part,  and  bo 
taxable  rapacity  was  only  equal  to  the  one  twentieth  part. 
Now,  how  had  this  come  about  ? 

PREI  TRADE  AND   INDISCRIMINATE  TAXATION. 

The  free  imports  policy,  adopted  earlier  in  the  century  by  Parlia- 
ment, had  the  result  of  taking  the  taxes  off  a  number  of  things 
that  came  frurn  abroad,  things  far  more  largely  consumed  in  the 
r)  in  the  poorer  country,  and,  therefore,  that  so-called 
free  trade  policy  had  relieved  the  taxpayers  in  Great  Britain  more 
than  those  in  Ireland.  This  was  pointed  out  in  the  report  of  the 
Commissioners  in  a  significant  passage  written  by  icrs. 

There  was  one  person  to  whom  almost  exclusively  the  credit  was 
due  for  having  made  alterations  in  taxation  which  had  resulted  in 
>  Ireland,  and  that  person  was  Mr.  Gladstone.  Between 
1853  and   1860    the  taxes  in    Ireland    were    increased  to   an 

had  added  to  the  burdens  of  that    country 
1860  a  sum  of  nearly  two  and  a  halt  millions  a  year.     In 
the  taxation  on  spirits  in  this  country  was  7$.  icd.  per  gallon, 
.1  was  raised  in  1860  to  los.    In  Ireland  in  1853  the  tax  upon 
was  only  as.  8d.  pet  gallon,  but  it  was  raised  to  los.  by  1860, 
was  the  changes  almost  entirely  made  by  Mr.  Gladstone  in 
taxation  of  these   subjects,  and  in   the   ix-lief  of  the   im- 
ports id  imposed  upon  Ireland  additional  burdens  of 
Jwo  and  a  half   millions,  of  which   complaint  was    now  made. 
It  might  be  said  that  if  the  duty  was  the  same  now  in  the  two 
countries  there  could  be  no  hardship.     Let  him  explain  the  differ- 
ence.    If   they  had   an    old  established  country  with  a  large 
ulation  of  taxable  wealth  as  in  the  country,  they  were  able  to 
raise  by  direct  taxation  a  large  proportion  of  income.     Of  every 
jfioo  raised  in  England  only  ,£53  was  raised  by  duties  on  articles 
of  consumption  ;  but  in  Ireland  no  less  than  .£76  of  every  £100 
was  raised  by  taxes  on  spirits,  beer,  tea,  and  tobacco,  which 
formed  the  great  bulk  of  the  tax-bearing  duties  in  both  countries. 

THE  EXCISE  DUTIES. 

There  was  an  idea  that  the  Irish  people  consumed  a  much  larger 

quantity  of  spirits  per  head  than  the  other  inhabitants  of  these 

islands.    That  was  not  a  fact.    In  Great  Britain  the  expenditure 

upon  spirits  per  bead  was  £i  oj.  a  year,  while  in  Ireland  it  was 

£i  6s.  6d. ;  but  the  tax  on  spirits  was  so  much  larger  than  the 

tax  on  the  other  popular  drinks  of  the  inhabitants  of  Great  Britain 

that   Ireland  had  to  bear  that  large  excess  of  taxation.    The 

;c  expenditure  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain  upon  intoxi- 

;  drinks,  spirits,  and  beer  was    £4  as.  per  bead.     The 
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expenditure-  in  Ireland  was  only  £2  135.  per  head.  But  so 
unequal  was  the  tax  upon  spirits  and  beer,  respectively,  that  the 
person  in  Great  Britain  who  spent  £4  25.  was  only  taxed  upon 
that  to  the  extent  of  155.  6d.,  whereas  the  Irishman  who 
only  £2  135.  was  taxed  to  the  extent  of  135.  6d.,  an  inequality  of 
which  Ireland,  it  seemed  to  him,  had  reason  to  complain. 

IRELAND   A    SEPARATE  TAXABLE   ENTITY. 

1  been  said  that  this  idea  of  Ireland  being  a  separate  taxable 
entity  was  a  new  idea,  but  he  contended  it  was  not  so.  In  the 
terms  of  the  Act  of  Union,  and  the  resolution  of  1816,  Ireland 
and  Scotland  were  both  recognised  as  taxable  entities,  whose 
circumstances  were  to  be  considered  for  purposes  of  exemption  or 
abatement  That  being  so,  we  were  bound  to  give  consideration 
to  this  Irish  case  and  to  see,  if  there  were  a'grievance/how  it  ought 
to  be  remedied.  There  were  some  other  things  to  be  taken  into 
consideration. 

TAXATION   AND    EXPENDITURE. 

There  was  in  Ireland  an  extremely  expensive  Civil  Administration. 
In  1860  the  revenue  raised  from  Ireland  was  very  much  the  same 
as  now,  viz.,  seven  and  three-quarter  millions,  but  in  1860 
j£2, 400,000  was  spent  on  administration,  and  five  and  a-half 
millions  contributed  to  the  Imperial  expenditure.  Those  figures 
had  almost  exactly  changed.  At  this  moment  the  expense  of  the 
administration  in  Ireland  was  five  and  a-half  millions,  while  the 
contribution  made  to  the  Imperial  expenses  had  fallen  to  only  two 
millions  of  money,  and  the  question  arose,  how  were  they  to  recon- 
cile the  claim  Ireland  was  making  to  a  reduction  of  the  taxes  ? 
The  great  increase  of  the  expenditure  on  adminstration  was,  no 
doubt,  due  to  the  corruption  of  both  parties  in  bidding  for  the 
friendship  of  the  Irish  parties  by  a  too  elaborate  expenditure. 
Taxation,  in  proportion  to  her  population,  would  leave  one 
million  for  her  to  contribute  to  the  Imperial  revenue. 

THE    REMEDY. 

The  fair  way  of  dealing  with  this  matter  should  be  either  by  a 
remission  of  taxation,  or  by  a  return  to  Ireland  of  so  much  of  the 
taxes  she  contributed  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer  as  should  place 
her  in  a  position  of  fairness  and  equality  in  this  matter. 
course,  it  would  not  be  possible  to  reduce  the  taxes  in  Ireland 
only.  He  thought  we  ought  to  make  a  grant  in  some  way  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  to  the  amount  of  one  million  a  yeart 
leaving  the  contribution  of  Ireland  to  Imperial  purposes  one 
million,  which  was  the  full  amount  she  ought  to  pay.  Let 
Ireland  understand  that  this  million  had  been  given  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  to  the  relief  of  Irish  taxes  ;  let  Ireland 
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y  understand  that  every  thilling  saved  by  tny  reduction  in 
>ts  m  Ireland  should  be  devoted  to  the 
special  purpose  of  Ireland's  advantage  in  compensation  of  the 
amount  that  had  been  taken  in  too  large  a  measure  from 

:d  not  stop  to  inquire  how  this  was  to  be  carried  out.  Next 
week  the  subject  would  come  on  for  discussion  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  it  was  to  Parliament  that  they  looked  for  a  full 
solution.  His  object  had  been  to  point  out  tha|  if  there  was  a 
grievance  it  should  be  at  once  remedied 

THE  DUTY  Or  UNIONISTS. 

They  were  told  that  contentious  questions  such  as  he  had  been 
discussing  led  in  the  direction  of  Home  Rule.  He  was  of  pre- 
cisely the  opposite  opinion.  In  his  judgment  it  was  essential  to 
maintaining  their  position  as  Unionists  that  they  should  be  pre- 
pared to  listen  to  complaints  of  that  kind,  and  should  be  prepared 
to  remedy  them  if  they  found  injustice  had  been  done.  The 
strongest  weapon  they  had  had  in  repelling  Home  Rule  was  the 
declaration  that  the  Imperial  Parliament  might  be  trusted  to  do 
c  to  Ireland  in  all  its  affairs.  It  was  only  by  maintaining 
that  attitude  that  they  could  worthily  uphold  the  position  they 
had  succeeded  in  winning.  He  hoped  he  had  done  something 
to  make  clear  the  issues  raised,  and  to  justify  him  for  taking  in 
.irliament  the  line  he  had  now  avowed,  viz. — first, 
to  examine  if  grievance  there  was,  and  then,  if  a  grievance  was 
established,  not  only  to  recognise  their  responsibility  to  remedy 
it,  but  to  address  themselves  with  all  promptitude  and  resolution 
to  discharge  that  which,  in  his  judgment,  would  be  a  debt  of 
nd  of  honour. 

A  vote  of  confidence  in  Sir  Edward  having  been  adopted,  the 
proceedings  terminated. 


SIR    MICHAEL   HICKS-BEACH 

IN  his  speech  to  a  branch   of  the  Bristol   Conservative 

.ingmcn's  Association  on  January  7th,  the  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  referred  to  the  subject  of  the  Financial 

.t ions  Commission  Report     He  said: — 

As  to  the  question  of  revenue   he  thought  there  was  reason  to 

;>ate  that  there  would  be  a  fair  surplus  over  his  expectations 

for  the  current  year.     Well,  what  was  to  happen  ?    He  had  seen 

in  a  well-known  journal  that  there  was  a  powerful  claimant  likely 

to  wait  upon  him.    Ireland  was  to  the  front 
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A   DIFFICULT   AND  COMPLICATED   Ql 

He  had  no  intention  that  evening  of  entering  upon  the  very 
difficult  and  complicated  question  of  the  Financial  Relatio: 
tween  Great  Britain  and  Ire-land.     What  he  had  to  say  upon  that 
matter  he  ;  to  say  in  his  place  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

It  was  far  too  large  and  complicated  to  deal  with  now,  and  if  he 
dealt  with  it  only  partially  what  he  might  say  would  be  misunder- 
stood. It  was  perfectly  natural  that  Irishmen.  ; he  report 
signed  by  eleven  out  of  thirteen  Royal  Commissioners  to  the 
that  the  taxable  capacity  of  Ireland  was  only  one  twentieth  of  the 
taxable  capacity  of  Great  Britain,  while  the  tax  revenue  of  Ireland 
was  one-eleventh  of  the  tax  revenue  of  (i:  in,  shoui 
that  was  unfair  to  Ireland,  and  ask  for  the  prompt  conside: 
by  the  Government  of  the  subject.  But  he  thought  in  tin:  first 
place  there  was  no  subject  which  required  to  be  approached,  so 
to  speak,  with  a  more  judicial  mind  to  do  justice  to  the  whole 
United  Kingdom,  and,  secondly,  there  was  no  subject  which  was 
more  apart  from  the  domain  of  sentiment,  and  more  required  to 
be  dealt  with  by  reason  and  argument.  He  deprecated  as 
injurious  to  Irishmen  themselves  the  threats  and  charges  of 
robbery  and  plunder  which  he  had  seen  made  by  men  who  ought 
to  have  known  much  better,  and,  of  course,  also  by  men  a  great 
part  of  whose  lives  had  been  spent  in  attempts  to  sever  by  violence 
the  relations  with  the  United  Kingdom.  He  regretted  that  while 
Irishmen  had  seized  upon  the  statement  he  had  referred  to  as  of 
vast  importance  to  themselves,  very  few  of  them  seemed  to  have 
remembered  that  it  was  by  no  means  the  only  statement  in  the 
large  Blue  Book  of  which  it  formed  a  part ;  but  that  it  was 
qualified  and  modified  by  no  less  than  five  different  reports  of 
the  very  Commissioners  who  had  signed  it,  and  largely  affected  by 
two  reports  in  the  absolutely  contrary  sense,  signed  by  two  Royal 
Commissioners,  who  differed  from  them.  Let  them  consider  this 
matter  fairly,  try  to  deal  with  it  as  it  ought  to  be,  by  justice  to 
all,  but  let  such  threats  and  charges  as  he  had  referred  to  be 
dismissed  as  contemptible  and  unworthy  of  notice,  because  it  was 
only  by  reason  and  argument  they  could  arrive  at  a  just  con- 
clusion. 


MR.  ASQUITH. 

MR.  ASQUITH  dealt  with  the  subject  in  a  speech  to  the 
Dewsbury  Liberal  Association  on  January  8th.    He  said:— 

There  was  one  topic  not  likely  to  form  part  of  the  Ministerial 
programme,  and  which  promised  to  be  a  subject  of  early  and 
animated  controversy.  He  referred  to  the  report  of  the  Royal 
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Com:  rial  Relations  between  Great  Britain 

Ai  representing  Scotland,  be  could  not  regar 
igation  as  complete  or  conclusion  final  until  full  i; 

ise  of  Scotland,  an  inquiry  which  be  pro- 
ucxpcctcd  and  startling  results. 

K  COMMISSION  AMD  THE  FACTS. 

K  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the  report  was 
:  should  be  considered  in  a  tcm|>erate  and  judicial  frame 
lie  went  on  to  say  that  on  the  threshold  of  the  contro- 
versy they  were  confronted  with  this— that  a  Royal  Commission, 
4  the  greatest  financial  experts  the  country  possessed, 
had  t  i  something  very  nearly  approaching  unanimity  that 

Ireland  contributed  one-eleventh  of  the  taxes  of  the  United  King- 
dpm,  whereas  her  taxpaying  capacity,  putting  it  at  the  very  highest, 
>t  exceed  om  id  not  found  that  any  of  the 

of  the  report  had  attempted  to  dispute  that  finding  of  fact 
upon  the  assumption,  which  of  course  it  presupposed,  that  Ireland 
was  entitled  to  be  treated  as  a  separate  entity. 

IRELAND  A  SEPARATE  ENTITY. 

Upon  this  matter  he  (Mr.  Asquith)  would  ask— ought  Ireland  to 
be  required  in  this  matter  of  finance  or  other  matters — because  it 
was  a  far  more  wide-reaching  question  than  one  of  finance— ought 
Ireland  to  be  regarded  as  a  separate  entity  ?  Some  people  seemed 
I  r  eland  was  a  mere  geographical  expression.  They 
held  that  the  incorporation  first  of  Scotland  and  then  of  Ireland  in 
the  United  Kingdom  implied  a  negation  of  their  separate  national 
existence,  and  transformed  them  merely  into  a  group  of  English 
counties.  That  view,  he  submitted,  was  repugnant  both  to  the 
theory  and  fact  of  our  constitution.  When  the  different  members 
constituting  the  United  Kingdom  entered  into  partnership 
they  did  not  surrender  the  r  identity.  They  retained  not  only 
historic  past  and  national  habits,  which  no  treaty  of  incorpo- 
ration could  annihilate,  but  their  local  laws  tutions.  which 
never  had  been,  and  never  would  be,  assimilated  to  our  own. 
There  was  no  antagonism  between  the  Imperial  unity  of  the 
whole  and  the  distinct  and  continued  national  existence  of  several 
parts.  If  they  came  to  the  question  of  finance  the  question 
seemed  to  him  almost  beyond  the  pale  ol  argument.  The  Act  ol 
Union  incorporating  Ireland  with  England  was  a  solemn  treaty 
between  two  independent  Parliaments,  and  in  .the  Act  of  Union 
we  found  thai  oat  any  rate  •  .cquers  of  the  two 
nations  were  to  be  kept  separate  upon  terms  which  admitted  of  a 
perio  ;on  as  to  their  relat  unions  to  the  common 
stock,  and  that  the  two  exchequers  should  be  fused  into  one,  with 
the  express  provision  that  their  subsequent  relations  should  be 
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subject  to  such  exceptions  and  abatements  as  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  Scotland  and  Ireland  might  require.  That  meant  that 
even  after  the  amalgamation  of  the  two  fiscal  systems,  Ird.u, 
Scotland  were  intended  to  be  regarded  as  separate  fiscal  entities, 
and  that  in  the  revision  which  was  from  time  to  time  to  take  place 
of  the  financial  relations  of  the  different  members  of  the  kingdom, 
you  were  to  look  to  such  exceptions  and  abatements  as  I 
a  whole,  or  Scotland  as  a  whole,  might  from  time  to  time  require. 
That  was  a  conclusive  indication,  so  far  as  the  language  and  in- 
tention of  the  Act  of  Union  was  concerned,  that  Ireland  w.is  in- 
tended to  remain  after  it  that  which  she  had  been  before — a 
separate  fiscal  entity. 

MR.  COURTNEY'S  ARGUMENT. 

Mr.  Courtney  had  stated  in  Cornwall  that  all  this  was  a  fallacious 
view  of  the  matter,  and  that  we  had  only  to  consider  whether  the 
individual  income-tax  payer  or  whiskey  drinker  in  Ireland  paid 
more  or  the  same  as  a  person  in  the  same  position  in  England  or 
Scotland.  That  was  begging  the  whole  question.  Within  a 
given  taxpaying  area,  by  which  he  meant  an  area  in  which  the 
conditions  geographically,  historically,  and  economically  were 
such  as  to  justify  uniform  treatment,  it  was  perfectly  true  that  to 
discover  where  justice  was  done  you  ought  to  look  at  the  burdens 
which  fall  upon  individuals ;  but  when  you  were  dealing  with  two 
nations,  the  terms  of  whose  incorporation  were  such  as  between 
England  and  Ireland,  you  could  not  isolate  the  individual  and 
take  him  away  from  the  environment  which  history,  habit,  and 
social  economic  conditions  had  made  for  him.  The  language  of 
Mr.  Courtney  was  not  that  of  statesmanship,  but  of  pedantry. 

THE    WHISKEY   ARGUMENT. 

It  was  true  that  if  the  people  of  Ireland  became  teetotallers  to- 
morrow the  excessive  burden  of  their  present  taxes  would  be 
mitigated,  if  not  altogether  removed ;  but  we  had  got  to  deal  with 
Irishmen,  not  as  they  ought  to  be,  or  as  philanthropists  and  social 
reformers  would  make  them,  but  as  they  actually  are ;  and  to 
suppose  that  fiscal  justice  could  be  secured  by  a  revolution 
voluntarily  undertaken  in  the  social  and  moral  habits  of  a  com- 
munity was  to  subject  the  equities  of  our  financial  system  to  what 
he  might  call  the  incidence  of  the  miraculous,  and  miracles  in 
politics  did  not  occur,  or  did  not  occur  with  sufficient  frequency 
to  enable  them  to  be  made  the  basis  of  sound  induction. 

THE   FACTS. 

Assume  Ireland  was  entitled  to  be  treated  as  a  separate  entity, 
what  were  the  actual  facts?  From  the  existing  system  neither 
Ireland  nor  Great  Britain  gained  anything.  Ireland  paid  in 
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taxation  wren  miUions  and  a-halt  She  ought  to  pay,  accord 
ing  to  her  untying  capacity,  no  more  than  five  million* 
She  was,  therefore,  overtaxed  to  the  extent  of  two  and  a-hal 
millions  a  year.  He  believed  that  the  administration  of  Ireland 
coat  every  pur  five  and  a  half  millions.  If  it  were  an  administnv 
tration  such  as  it  ought  to  be  it  would  coat  some  two  or  three 
millions  less.  The  result  was  that  while  Ireland  was  overtaxed  the 
contribution  which  she  made  to  our  Imperial  expenditure,  instead 
of  being,  as  it  ought  to  be,  some  three  millions,  was  only  two 
millions  sterling  a  year.  The  explanation  was  to  be  found  in  the 
gross  and  excessive  fostlineas  of  the  Irish  Government  Toe  cost 


gross  and 

of  administration  in    Ireland — local   adn 

nearly  £\  a  head.      In  Britain  it  was  i  is.  $d. ;  in  Belgium,  with 

similar  local  conditions  to  Ireland,  tos. 

THE  COSTLINESS  OF  IMPERIAL  ADMINISTRATION. 

This  led  to  two  conclusions.  In  the  nnt  place  under  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  Irish  taxation  had  steadily  grown  until  it  was 
now  largely  in  excess  of  her  tax-paying  capacity.  In  the  second 
place,  under  the  same  system,  the  expenditure  on  Irish  adminis- 
tration had  grown  until  it  was  not  only  largely  in  excess  of  that  of 
almost  all  other  civilised  countries,  but  until  it  left  the  margin 
contributed  by  Ireland  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  far  less  than  it 
ought  to  be  if  Ireland  contributed  in  proportion  to  her  real 
capacity.  It  was  a  system  which  "blesses  neither  him  that  gives 
nor  him  that  takes."  Where  was  the  remedy  to  be  found  ?  It  was 
impossible  to  reduce  Irish  taxation.  If  they  reduced  Irish  taxation 
without  reducing  the  cost  of  Irish  administration,  they  would 
increase  the  British  grievance,  because  Ireland  would  contribute 
less  than  now.  The  other  possible  remedy,  and  only  one  under 
the  existing  system,  was  to  reduce  the  cost  of  Irish  administration. 
How  were  they  going  to  do  it  ?  One  ol  the  largest  items  of  her 
expenditure  was  the  maintenance  of  the  Irish  Constabulary.  It 
was  there  as  an  incident,  and  necessary  incident,  of  the  present  • 
system  of  centralised  and  unpopular  Government  We  could  not 
reduce  the  cost  of  Irish  administration  without  at  the  same  time 
incurring  large  unpopularity  in  the  country  and  diminishing  the 
safeguards  for  the  maintenance  of  our  own  Imperial  rule.  At  the 
present  moment  there  was  under  trial  a  new  system  of  Government 
and  whose  formula  was  that  Home  Rule  was  to  be  killed  by 
kindness.  Home  Rule  would  not  be  killed— if  it  was  to  be  killed 
at  all— by  kind  words  and  generous  sentiments.  The  kindness 
that  was  to  kill  Home  Rule  was  kindness  that  was  to  be  measured 
in  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  and,  therefore,  if  they  were  to  go 
on  under  this  new  alternative  system  attempting  to  conciliate 
Ireland  and  attempting  to  annihilate  the  National  movement,  not 
only  would  the  cost  of  the  Irish  administration  not  tend  to 
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diminish,  but  must  steadily  and  sensibly  increase  year  by  year,  and 
generation  by  generation.  What  was  the  inference  ?  To  him  it 
was  as  plain  as  anything  ever  suggested  by  patent  and  undisturbed 
facts, 

THE   REMEDY. 

He  said,  get  rid  of  the  system  itself  under  which  these  inequalities 
prevail,  and  allow  the  Irish  people  to  govern  themselves  upon 
tin  ir  own  soil,  by  their  own  citizens,  in  accordance  with  their  own 
ideas,  and  to  meet  their  own  social  and  local  requirements  ;  and, 
providing  that  Ireland  continued  to  pay,  as  she  well  could  under 
such  a  system,  her  fair  share  of  those  Imperial  charges  which  were 
incurred  for  the  maintenance  and  defence  of  our  Imperial  system 
as  a  whole,  give  her  most  perfect  freedom  of  action  as  regarded 
her  own  internal  fiscal  management  He  had  never  rested  the  case 
of  Home  Rule  in  Ireland  upon  merely  fiscal  and  economical 
grounds.  Far  wider  and  deeper  considerations  entered  into  the 
matter  than  were  to  be  evolved  from  the  study  of  the  financial 
relations  between  these  two  islands ;  but,  so  far  as  it  went,  this 
Report,  with  its  exposure  of  the  inevitable  and  constantly  growing 
fiscal  irregularities  which  resulted  from  the  present  system,  was 
one  of  the  strongest  auxiliary  arguments  in  favour  of  the  policy  of 
Home  Rule  which  the  experience  of  our  times  had  produced. 


MR.   BALFOUR. 

MR.  BALFOUR  addressed  his  constituents  in  the  Artillery 
Drill  Hall,  Manchester,  on  January  9th.  Among  the  other 
subjects  dealt  with  in  his  speech  was  that  of  the  Irish 
financial  demand.  On  that  subject,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  he  said  : — 

Now  I  am  coming,  I  will  not  say  to  the  most  controversial 
portion  of  my  speech,  but  to  the  portion  of  my  speech  on  which, 
perhaps,  less  has  as  yet  been  said  by  members  of  the  Government 
than  upon  any  of  the  topics  on  which  I  have  addressed  you,  or  on 
which  I  might  address  you,  at  the  present  time.  That  topic,  that 
subject,  I  need  hardly  say,  is  the  financial  relations  which  ought 
to  subsist,  and  which  do  subsist,  or  which  ought  not  to  subsist, 
between  Great  Britain  on  the  one  hand  and  Ireland  on  the  other ; 
or,  perhaps,  if  I  may  put  the  thing  in  its  completest  form,  between 
England  on  the  one  hand  and  Scotland  and  Ireland  upon  the  other. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  speaking  on  Thursday,  very 
justly  observed  that  the  proper  place  for  the  thorough  threshing 
out  of  this  question  was  the  House  of  Commons.  I  entirely  agree 
with  him.  It  is  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  not  out  of  it,  that 
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the  details  of  this  matter  must  be  sifted,  and  that  the  advocates  on 
each  side  may,  in  the  presence  of  each  other,  advance  their  argu- 
ments and  bear  those  arguments  replied  to.  But  1  feel  bound  in 
this  annual  statement  I  make  to  my  constituency  to  say  something 
upon  a  nutter  which  so  nearly  concerns  them,  and  I  could  not 
reconcile  it  with  my  sense  of  the  duty  I  owe  them  to  leave  them 
altogether  in  the  dark  upon  a  financial 
after  all,  the  very  basis  of  our  representative  system,  a 
which  you  have  the  moat  right  to  call  your  represec 
account  Now,  as  you  know,  Ireland  has  been  deeply  stirred 
during  the  last  few  weeks  by  the  Report  of  a  Commission  appointed 
by  the  late  Government  on  the  equities  of  the  financial  relations 
now  subsisting  between  England  and  Ireland. 

AN  ALLEGED  NEW  DISCOVEftY. 

It  is  rather,  I  may  here  remark,  a  singular  thing  that  there  should 
be  any  new  discoveries  to  make  upon  this  subject  in  the  year  1896 
or  1897.  Fifty  yean  about,  just  half-a-century,  have  elapsed  since 
1  xchequers  of  Ireland  and  England  were  imalgi mated,  and 
since,  for  all  intents  and  purposes,  we  became  one  country  for 
fiscal  purposes.  During  that  half-century  there  have  been  Govern- 
ments drawn  from  every  side  in  politics,  representing  every  shad* 
of  opinion.  During  the  last  half,  at  all  events  during  the  latter 
portion  of  the  last  eighty  years,  the  side  opposite  to  us  in  politics 
has  been  in  office  for  the  greater  number  of  years.  They  have 
had,  when  in  office,  as  the  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer,  men,  as, 
for  instance,  Mr.  Gladstone— distinguished  Ttnfffmm  like  Mr. 
Gladstone,  who  had  quite  genuinely  believed  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  this  country  to  behave  not  only  justly,  but  generously  to  Ireland, 
and  who  occupied  a  large  part  of  their  official  lives  in  redressing 
what  they  rightly  or  wrongly  thought  were  the  wrongs  of  Ireland , 
and  yet  it  appears  that  it  is  not  until  October  or  November,  1896, 
that  the  discovery  has  been  made  that  this  country  is  robbing 
Ireland  to  the  extent  of  about  .£3,700,000  a  year. 

THE  METHOD  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

Now,  let  us  just  see  how  this  startling  conclusion  has  been  arrived  at 
England  and  Ireland  are  under  an  identical  system  of  taxation, 
except  that  there  are  a  few  taxes— the  land  tax,  for  example,  and 
the  house  duty,  and  one  or  two  more  which  I  need  not  enumerate 
— which  are  levied  in  England,  but  which  are  not  levied  in  Ire- 
land. In  every  other  respect  the  Englishman  and  the  Irishman 
pay  precisely  the  same  under  precisely  the  same  system.  Well,  so 
far,  you  might  naturally  say  that  if  there  be  any  injustice  the  in- 
j  is  not  one  of  which  Ireland  has  got  to  complain.  So  far 
as  I  have  stated  the  case  it  is  evident  Ireland  is  excluded  from  a 
certain  pan  of  taxation  which  England  bears,  whereas  there  is  no 
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tax  in  force  in  Ireland  which  is  not  equally  in  force  in  England. 
Very  well.  How  is  it  that  on  these  facts— these  broad  facts— the 
Commission  have  arrived  at  the  strange  result — or  the  surprising 
result — which  I  have  indicated  to  you  ?  They  have  proceeded  by 
a  simple  method  of  argument.  They  have  discovered  by  methods 
satisfactory  to  themselves,  and  which  I  do  not  propose  to  dispute, 
that  the  taxable  capacity,  as  they  describe  it,  of  Ireland  is  one- 
twenty-first  of  the  taxable  capacity  of  Great  Britain.  In  other 
words,  that  for  every  pound  that  ought  to  be  raised  in  Great 
Britain  about  one  shilling  ought  to  be  raised  in  Ireland.  Having 
arrived  at  that  conclusion,  they  ask  how  much  is  actually  raised  in 
Ireland,  and  they  find  that  the  sum  is  very  much  larger  than  the 
twenty-first  portion  of  the  sum  raised  in  Great  Britain,  that  it  ex- 
ceeds that  portion  by  about  ,£2,700,000  in  round  numbers,  and, 
therefore,  they  say  that  since  Ireland  pays  ,£2,700,000  more  than 
her  taxable  capacity  warrants,  she  is  robbed  by  that  amount.  You 
will  observe  that  the  argument  is  one  of  great  simplicity,  very 
easily  intelligible,  and  naturally  is  one  which  has  excited  great 
interest  upon  the  other  side  of  St.  George's  Channel.  Now,  in 
my  judgment  the  very  simplicity  of  this  argument  should  have  in- 
duced the  very  able  Englishmen  who  had  given  their  adherence  to 
it  to  look  at  it  with  critical  suspicion.  Great  questions  of  finance 
are  not  usually,  are  not  easily  settled  by  quite  such  plain  methods 
as  those  to  which  they  have  given  their  sanction.  The  dis- 
tinguished Irishmen  who  have  signed  the  majority  report,  they, 
indeed,  may  well  pass  blameless  in  the  matter.  I  am  not  so 
supercritical  as  to  take  them  to  task  for  not  having  sifted  to  the 
bottom  an  argument  from  the  conclusions  of  which  they  seem  to 
derive  so  much  immediate  profit;  but  how  those  who  are  not 
blinded  or  not  influenced  by  patriotic  emotions  of  that  description 
could  really  give  their  adhesion  to  this  method  of  dealing  with  the 
question  I  confess  absolutely  passes  my  comprehension. 

HOW  THE   EXCESS   TAXATION    IS    RAISED. — THE  WHISKEY 
ARGUMENT. 

For  consider  how  is  this  extra £2, 7 00,000  obtained? 

A  Voice — Whiskey. 

Mr.  BALFOUR — It  is  obtained  by  indirect  taxation,  that  is  to  say, 
taxation  of  commodities,  and  principally,  as  a  friend  of  mine  among 
the  audience  has  just  observed,  principally  from  the  duty  upon  whis- 
key. Now,  I  confidently  lay  down  two  propositions  in  connection 
with  this  argument  from  indirect  taxation.  The  first  proposition  is 
this — that  you  cannot  treat  indirect  taxation  by  the  simple  arithme- 
tical system  which  these  Commissioners  haveadopted.  Just  consider. 
If  the  argument  of  the  Commissioners  is  just  as  between  Ireland 
and  England  it  must  equally  be  just  as  between  two  taxpayers 
living  in  England  and  two  taxpayers  living  in  Ireland.  Now, 
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toe  sake 

beverage— and  take  the'case,  let  us  say,  of  an  artisan  earning  cos.  a 
week— but  who,  cither  from  taste  or  conviction,  is  a  teetotaller— 
it  is  merely  a  hypothetical  example— on  the  principles  adopted  by 
the  Commission  the  taxable  capacity,  I  suppose,  of  the  first  man 
would  be  about  ios.,  and  of  the  second,  about  458.  That  is  one 
method  of  calculation  which  they  have  adopted.  The  second 
man  pays  absolutely— or  may  pay  absolutely— nothing  in  taxes, 
The  first  man  may  pay  a  great  deal  in  taxes.  Do  we  consider 
that  the  first  man  is  an  object  of  commiseration?  Do  we 
think  that  the  country  owes  him  a  debt?  Do  we  think  the 
process  of  accumulation,  as  it  were,  is  wrong  under  which  he  is 
suffering  and  requires  legislative  redress  at  the  earliest  possible 
opportunity  ? 

TAXATION   AS  BETWEEN   INDIVIDUALS, 

I  never  heard  that  these  principles,  judging  as  between  man  and 
man,  were  accepted  by  any  party  in  the  State,  and  if  they  are 
not  valid  as  between  individuals  we  may  regard  with  some  sus- 
picion their  application  to  different  districts,  different  counties,  or 
different  countries.  And  let  me  ask  you  why  it  is  that  we  do 
not  apply  this  arithmetical  test  between  individuals  ?  Why  don't 
we  say  so-and-so  drinks  a  great  deal  of  tea  and  a  great  deal  of 
beer,  which  are  taxed,  and  he  is  paying  much  more  than  his 
neighbour  next  door,  who,  perhaps,  neither  smokes  nor  drinks, 
and  so  escapes  altogether  ?  Why  is  it  that  we  do  not  spend  our 
life  commiserating  the  first  man,  and  saying  the  second  man  gets 
off  much  too  cheaply?  The  reason  evidently  is  that  there  is 
with  regard  to  indirect  taxation  what  there  is  not  with  regard  to 
direct  taxation,  an  element  of  free  will  in  the  matter.  A  man  may 
consume  or  he  may  not  consume  as  be  pleases.  If  be  consumes 
he  pays ;  if  he  does  not  consume  he  does  not  pay.  It  is  surely 
folly  to  treat  a  case  of  that  kind  as  you  would  treat  a  case  in 
which  the  tax  collector  came  and  took  so  much  out  of  his  pocket, 
whether  he  likes  it  or  not.  But  there  is  another  consideration 
which  makes  what  I  call  the  arithmetical  test  wholly  inapplicable 
in  such  cases,  and  that  is  the  reason  which  I  doubt  not  has  been 
'present  to  your  mirds  all  through  this  ffitrnttrtm  Successive 
Governments,  successive  parties,  successive  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer,  have  put  taxes  upon  alcoholic  liquors,  not  simply  or 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  raising  revenue,  but  also  because  they 
thought  it  was  for  the  general  good  that  such  articles  should  not 
be  obtained  too  cheaply.  In  other  words,  there  is  a  philtnthropk 
side;  tbcr*  is,  at  I  say,  a  philanthropic  side  to  this  alcoholic 
taxation,  and  there  b  a  considerable  paradox.  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  Irish  patriot  really  desires  to  see  the  whiskey  in  Ireland 
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greatly  reduced.    And  r  aher  hard  that  the  tax 

which  they  themselves  think  beneficial  to  Ireland  should  be  the 
foundation  of  a  charge  of  injustice  against  England. 

A  TEST. 

There  is  a  very  good  way  of  testing  methods  of  argument  such  as 
those  attempted  by  the  Commission,  which  is  to  see  to  what  results 
they  lead  to  if  carried  to  their  extreme  consequences.  Now 
notice  the  absurdities  which  would  follow  if  we  accepted  general 
methods  of  argumentation  upon  this  subject.  Ireland,  they  tell 
us,  pays  over  two  and  a-half  millions  more  than  she  ought  to, 
mainly  in  consequence  of  the  whiskey  duty.  Very  well.  Irish- 
men prefer  whiskey,  in  other  words,  instead  of  beer.  If  the 
whiskey  duty  was  what  is  called  an  inelastic  tax,  that  is  to  say,  if 
by  increasing  the  duty  on  whiskey  you  not  merely  diminish 
consumption  of  whiskey  but  diminish  it  in  a  greater  proportion 
than  you  increase  the  duty,  so  that  the  total  amount  of  revenue 
derived  from  a  higher  duty  would  be  less,  if  that  happened — and 
it  might  happen — the  result  would  be  you  would  in  a  way  remove 
an  Irish  grievance,  and  would  increase  Ireland's  taxation.  If,  in 
other  words,  the  tax  was  of  that  character,  that  inclusive  character, 
the  result  of  making  every  Irishman  pay  more  for  his  whiskey  than 
he  does  at  the  present  time,  and  thus  increasing  the  grievance,  if 
It  be  a  grievance,  upon  the  individual  Irishman,  the  whole  would 
have  its  grievance  diminished.  Now,  so  ludicrous  a  result  as  that 
may  surely  make  us  distrust  somewhat  the  methods  and  arguments 
which  logically  lead  to  it. 

THE   WHISKEY  TAX. 

If  you,  perhaps,  will  bear  in  mind  that  Ireland's  grievance  would 
diminish  if  Irishmen  would  drink  less  beer  and  less  whi 
Ireland's  grievance  would  increase  if  from  any  access  of  prosperity 
or  otherwise,  or  from  some  other  reason  Irishmen  drink  more 
whiskey  than  at  present,  whereas  Ireland's  grievance  would 
altogether  disappear  and  in  fact  be  transferred  to  the  other  side 
of  the  account  if  Irishmen  ceased  to  drink  whiskey.  I  think  you 
will  really  feel  it  is  a  farce  to  attempt  to  argue  the  Financial 
Relations  between  the  two  countries  on  the  logical  and  arith- 
metical basis  which  the  Commission  endeavoured  to  put  before 
u& 

A  Voice — Is  Lord  Fairer  a  fool  ? 

Mr.  BALFOUR — I  did  not  say  so.  Let  us  come  a  little  closer. 
What  is  precisely  the  grievance  which  the  duty  on  whiskey,  let 
us  say,  can  inflict  on  any  fraction  of  a  community — say  Ireland 
in  the  first  place.  It  must  consist  of  the  direct  injury,  if  it  be  ar 
injury,  to  those  who  consume  the  taxed  article.  In  that  sense, 
and  so  far,  the  injury  to  Ireland  by  the  whiskey  duty  is  nothing 
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more  than  !  the  particular  injuricf  to  all  the  Irishmen 

who  dnnk  wruikey  in  Ireland.  It  if  nothing  more,  it  b  nothing 
lets.  Ttu  vhausts  the  whole  of  this  aspect  of  the 

grievance  comp  uncd  of.  Now  inasmuch  as  we  do  not  admit 
that  the  * :  uker  in  England  it  a  penon  who  has  reason 

to  complain  ol  •  >ur  existing  system  of  taxation,  and  inasmuch  as 
his  whiskey  dri  king  brother  in  Ireland  is  precisely  in  the  same 
position,  an  'ore,  has  himself,  in  his  individual  capacity, 

no  grievance,  it  follows  that  so  far  Ireland  has  no  grievance  what- 
ever from  the  accidental  consequences — if  I  may  to  call  them — 
of  the  indirect  taxation  upon  spirits. 

THE  SECONDARY   GRIEVANCE— EXPENDITURE  COMPENSATION. 

But  you  may,  perhaps,  say— and  I  think  there  is  a  gentleman 
there  anxious  to  argue  on  the  other  side— the  immediate  effects  of 
your  tax  upon  individual  Irish  whiskey  drinkers  do  not  exhaust  the 
secondary  consequences  of  your  taxation.  The  consequences  are, 
you  extract  from  Ireland  two  and  a-half  millions,  or  rather  more, 
which  would  otherwise  be  spent  in  Ireland  If  the  whiskey 
drinkers  did  not  spend  on  whiskey  they  would  spend  in  other  ways, 
and  from  which  every  Irishman,  or  Ireland  as  a  whole,  may  obtain 
tome  benefit  Now,  let  me  point  out  to  you  that  this  secondary 
grievance,  if  I  may  so  describe  it,  in  the  first  place,  necessarily 
bears  a  very  small  proportion  to  the  amount  of  money  thus 
abstracted  from  Ireland  ;  and  in  the  second  place,  that  the  whole  of 
it  is  given  back  in  the  shape  of  Imperial  expenditure  in  Ireland — 
whether  the  Imperial  expenditure  in  Ireland  be  or  not  be  judicious 
in  its  character.  In  other  words,  if  the  grievance  yon  are  com- 
plaining of  in  Ireland  is  the  grievance  of  the  individual  whiskey 
drinker,  or  the  sum  of  the  grievances  of  the  individual  whiskey 
drinkers,  there  is  nothing  to  complain  of  which  English  whiskey 
drinkers  have  not  also  to  complain  of.  Then,  I  say  that  grievance 
is  compensated,  and  more  than  compensated,  by  the  Imperial 
expenditure  upon  the  other  side  of  St  George's  Channel,  so  that, 
however,  you  look  at  it,  whether  from  the  abstract  argument  which 
I  gave  you  at  first  or  in  closer  detail,  you  will,  in  my  judgment, 
come  to  the  conclusion  at  which  I  have  individually  arrived,  namely, 
that  the  Commission  nave  adopted  an  utterly  erroneous  jicthod  of 
argntng  this  question,  which  lands  you  in  hopeless  logical  absurdities, 
and  if  can  led  out,  lands  you  in  hopeless  practical  administrative 
confusion,  and  which  hat  no  real  bsitif  in  sound  fir^rKT- 

IRELAND  A  GAINER  I 

I  go  much  further.    I  say,  even  if  we  take— as  I  think  we  ought 

not  to  take— the  methods  and  arguments,  the  arithmetical  method 

which,  in  all  its  crudeness,  has  been  adopted  by  the  Commission— 

u  accf  pt  that  method  Ireland,  so  Car  from  having  reason  to 
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complain  of  the  existing  system,  is  a  great  gainer  by  it     Here  1 
admit  there  may  be  some  doubt  as  to  the  actual  facts  of  the 
and  very  likely  further  investigation  with  regard  to  them  would  be 
desirable,  and  the  arguments  which  I  am  going  to  present  to  you 
you  must  take  as  subject  to  any  correction  which  further  in . 
gation  may  make.     The  facts,  which  I  shall  quote,  have  been 
carefully  sifted,  but  I  admit  that  they  have  not  been  subject 
such   careful  testing  and  sifting  as  might  be  given  to  them  by 
machinery  specially  devised  for  the  purpose.     But  on  the  facts,  so 
far  as  we  know  them  at  present,  how  stands  the  case  ?    Those  who 
argue  with  the  Commission  that  the  taxable  capacity  of  Ireland  is 
one-twentieth  the  taxable  capacity  of   England,  feel  neces 
committed  to  the  further  proposition  that  if  that  be  so,  if  the 
taxable  capacity  be  1-21,  the  contribution  of  Ireland  should  be 
1-2 1  to  Imperial  purposes.     That  seems'  to  follow  clearly  and 
logically.     Does  Ireland  contribute  1-2 1  ?    Ireland,  so  far  as  we 
can  make  out,  contributes  nothing  of  the  kind.     It  contributes  not 
i-2i  but   1-32,  the  total  sum  of  the  Imperial  expenditure  which 
may  be  described  as  spent  upon  Imperial  objects  as  distinguished 
from  local  objects. 

A  Voice — What  is  the  expenditure  ? 

Mr.  BALFOUR — The  actual  expenditure  of  Ireland  on  Imperial 
purposes  is  something  over  one  million.  The  contribution  which 
Ireland  ought  to  make  to  Imperial  purposes  is  by  the  above 
method  of  calculation  .£3,300,000,  so  that  my  friend  in  the 
corner  will  see,  if  he  considers  the  facts,  Ireland  does  not  at  pre- 
sent expend  what  she  ought  to  expend  on  Imperial  purposes,  and 
this  is  admitted,  was  admitted  last  night  by  a  gentleman  to  whose 
authority  I  would  give  great  weight — I  mean  the  late  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  Mr.  Asquith. 

MR.    ASQUITH. 

Mr.  Asquith  did  not  draw  from  the  facts  the  same  conclusion 
which  I  shall  put  before  you,  but  he  did  make  the  exact  admis- 
sion which  I  am  trying  to  press  upon  your  attention.  He  told  his 
audience  that  at  this  moment  Ireland  was  not  contributing  her 
fair  share  of  Imperial  taxation,  and,  of  course,  as  a  necessary  con- 
sequence, if  Ireland  were  to  be  relieved  of  £2,700,000,  which  we 
are  told  she  now  pays  in  excess  of  just  taxation,  her  deficit  would 
not  merely  be  what  Mr.  Asquith  admits,  but  incomparably  and 
enormously  increased.  If  Ireland's  fair  share,  as  Mr.  Asquith 
would  admit,  is  ;£i, 300,000  for  Imperial  purposes,  and  that  her 
existing  Government  costs,  as  it  does  cost,  over  .£9,000,000,  she 
ought  at  that  rate  to  be  taxed  at  the  rate  of  about  ^9,000,000  a 
year.  But  at  her  fair  taxation  is,  according  to  the  Commission, 
only  ,£5,300,000  a  year,  it  i&  perfectly  clear  that  there  would  be 
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a  deficit  oo  the  Irish  Budget  of  very  Dearly  four  million!  par 

THE  COST  OF  BRITISH  •OVEftNMEXT  III  IftlLAWD. 

Bat  you  may  tay  this  ii  entirely  or 
cost  of  British  Government  in 
much  upon  your  Constabulary,  so 
the  other,  because  you  run  the  Irish  Government  upon  an  extra- 
vagant scale,  that  Ireland  is  at  the  same  time  over-taxed  in  pro- 
portion to  her  resources,  and  is  also  unable  to  meet  her  (air  share 
of  Imperial  contribution*  Now  I  admit  at  once  that  you  cannot 
have  mathematical  demonstration  in  thu  case,  and  it  is  impos- 
sible to  prove  what  would  be  the  cost  of  government  in  Ireland 
under  the  most  economical  Administration  conceivable.  If  anv- 
body  told  me  that  under  such  a  Government  she  might  be  abb 
to  pay  the  ,£3,300,000  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  and  to  carry 
on  her  own  government,  I  may  say  that  man,  in  my  judgment, 
probably  knew  very  little  about  Ireland.  I  was  charged  during 
many  years  of  my  public  life  with  the  defence  of  the  Irish  Esti- 
mates, and  one  conclusion,  at  all  events,  I  drew  from  my  ciperi* 
cncc  during  those  years,  and  that  conclusion  was  that  whatever  else 
Irishmen  may  be  agreed  upon,  they  will  never  agree  as  to  the 
particular  economies  which  are  in  any  large  scale  to  reduce  ex- 
penditure in  Ireland.  One  Irishman  may  wish  to  get  rid  of  the 
enormous  and  excessive  expenditure  of  the  Land  Commission. 
Another  may  wish  to  diminish  the  amount  of  money  spent  on  the 
Irish  Constabulary,  but  you  will  never  get  Irishmen  as  a  whole 
to  pull  themselves  together  and  make  •nggwrinnt  of  great 
economic  reform  in  Ireland. 

THE  CASS  Or  BELGIUM. 

We  are  told  I  think  by  Lord  Fairer,  to  whom  allusion  has  been 
made—  he  told  us  in  the  Times  the  other  day,  and  Mr.  Asquith 
repeated  it  in  a  speech  last  night,  that  it  was  perfectly  monstrous 
that  Ireland  should  cost  so  much,  when  Belgium,  a  country  with 
about  the  same  population  as  Ireland,  costs  so  much  less.  Well, 
I  grant  thai  the  argument  at  first  sight  seems  a  plausible  argument, 
but  on  examination  you  will  find  that  if  it  does  not  vanish  alto- 
gether, it  is  very  greatly  weakened  in  its  force.  The*c  gentlemen 
have  taken  simply  what  is  collected  by  central  taxation  in 
Belgium,  and  have  said  that  is  much  less  than  is  collected  by 
central  taxation  in  Ireland  per  head.  But  it  is  surely  an  elementary 
feet,  one  that  must  occur  to  everybody  at  the  very  first  blush  of 


the  thing,  that  the  cost  of  the  civil  government  of  any  community 
is  not  to  be  estimated  simply  bv  the  Imperial  taxation  or  the 
era!  taxation  of  that  community  tot  thai  you  must  take  the 
U  taxation  also  into  account.  Until  you  know  how  much  it 
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spent  for  certain  purposes  in  Ireland  out  of  the  rates,  and  how 
much  out  of  Imperial  expenditure,  and  until  you  know  how  much 
in  Belgium  is  spent  by  the  Central  Government,  and  how  much 
by  the  localities,  surely  comparison  is  impossible.  To  m  ;ik. 
comparison  with  any  degree  of  fairness  you  must  add  together 
the  local  and  general  taxation  in  Ireland  and  in  Belgium.  I  have 
made  that  calculation,  and  I  find  that  so  far  from  Ireland  costing, 
as  Mr.  Asquith  and  Lord  Fairer  appear  to  suppose,  very  nearly 
double  per  head,  the  difference  is  extremely  small ;  and  if  you 
consider  what  in  England  or  Great  Britain  and  in  Holland  are 
spent  out  of  these  two  sources,  and  compare  them  with  Ireland 
again  the  difference  is  not  very  great,  while  Great  Britain  gives 
almost  exactly  the  same  as  Belgium,  namely,  £i  us.  So  you 
see  Belgium,  Ireland,  and  Great  Britain  are  all  very  much  upon 
a  level,  and,  though  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  conclusive  reason  why 
we  may  not  look  forward  to  economies  in  Irish  government, 
surely  it  goes  a  long  way  to  dispose  of  the  reckless  charges  of 
hopeless  extravagance  which  have  been  launched  against  the 
present  system. 

SIR  DAVID  BARBOUR'S  RECOMMENDATION. 

It  has  been  suggested  by  one  of  the  most  distinguished  mem- 
bers of  the  Commission  that  there  should  be  economies  made  in 
the  government  of  Ireland,  and  that  they  should  be  allocated  for 
the  benefit  of  Ireland  ;  but  that  carried  with  it  this  further  con 
sequence,  that  any  increase  in  the  cost  of  government  of  Ireland 
should  also  be  borne  by  Ireland.  No  worse  bargain  could  be 
made  for  that  country.  Depend  upon  it  we  cannot  look  forward 
— I  do  not  know  that  it  is  to  be  regretted— to  government  any- 
where becoming  cheaper  than  it  is.  Public  demands  upon  local 
or  Imperial  resources  are  likely  to  increase,  and  not  diminish. 
The  demands,  especially  of  the  Irish  community,  on  Imperial 
funds  or  upon  rates  are  also  likely  to  increase,  and  though  I  think 
it  is  extremely  probable  under  some  heads  of  expenditure, 
economies — perhaps  even  considerable  economies — may  in  time 
be  effected,  do  not  let  anybody  base  their  hopes  for  the  future  on 
running  the  civil  government  of  Ireland,  running  the  government 
of  Ireland,  for  very  much  less  a  sum  than  that  which  it  is  run  for 
in  the  year  1896-7.  But  this  brings  me  to  a  conclusion  of  the 
discussion — a  conclusion  which  apparently  seems  to  interest  Mr. 
Asquith. 

THE  GRIEVANCE  AND   HOME  RULE. 

He  thinks  that  the  result  of  the  Report  of  the  Commission  will 
be  to  justify  Home  Rule,  and  that  the  one  way  out  of  the  present 
financial  difficulty  is  to  give  Ireland  the  complete  control  of  her 
own  finances ;  but  Mr.  Asquith  has  also  committed  himself  to  the 


DwbtTQtiont  of  />'  251 

proposal  of  a  first  claim  upon  that*  finances  as  the  tanniiath  part 
of  the  Imperial  expenditure.  To  that  admission  I  pin  him  ;  to 
that  admission  party  of  which  be  is  the  worthy  spoke* 

man;  and  I  say  that  if  you  are  going  to  make  this  .£3,300,000,  or 
any  other  Mm  to  which  it  may  increase,  as  you  ought  to  make  it, 
a  first  charge  on  Irish  finance,  Irish  Home  Rule  finance  spelts 
bankruptcy  and  nothing  else,  I  know  not  what  is  to  come—  I 
cannot  prophecy  what  is  to  come—  of  the  discussion!  in  the 
country  and  in  Parliament  over  this  burning  topic,  but  of  thu  I  am 
convinced  that  the  more  it  is  discussed  the  more  plainly  it  will  be 
teen  that  so  Car  from  losing  by  her  partnership  with  England 
Ireland  gains  enormously  by  it,  and  as  we  Unionists  hold  U 
nutters  of  general  administration,  in  matters  of  Imperial  poi: 
is  not  only  good  for  the  United  Kingdom,  but  good  for  Ireland, 
that  we  should  remain  one  and  undivided,  so  it  will  evermore 
become  plainer  and  plainer  if  you  concentrate  your  gate  on  the 
financial  aspect  of  the  question  that  Ireland's  one  hoe  of  solvency, 


one  hope  of  prosperity,  is  to  maintain  the  partnership,  the  partner- 
ship  which  to  our  mutual  advantage  has  been  in  f*fr!fiw  now 
very  nearly  one  hundred  years. 

NOTE  ON  MR.  BALFOUR*S  SPEEr 

There  are  in  Mr.  Balfour's  speech  five  misstatements  of  simple 
elementary  matters  of  fact  that  prove  his  unacquaintance  with  the 
subject  with  which  he  dealt  It  is  well  to  set  forth  his 
mcnts  strt'jfim.  Four  of  them  are  as  follows  :— 


Fifty  years,  about  just  half-a -century,  has  el 

ichequers  of  Ireland  and  England  were  amalgami 

I  he  actual  expenditure  of  Ireland  on  Inapt 


elapsed  since  the 
Exchequers  of  Ireland  and  England  were  amalgamated." 

•  actual  expenditure  of  Ireland  on  Imperial  purposes  is 
something  over  one  million. 

Her  existing  Government  costs  over  ^£9,000,000.* 
4.  M  Ireland  they  (the  Commissioners)  tell  us  pays  over  two  and 
a-half  millions  more  than  she  ought  to,  mainly  in  consequence  of 
the  whiskey  duty." 

Every  one  of  these  statements  dealing  with  the  elements  of  the 
subject  is  untrue.  The  first  contradicts  a  iact  of  history,  and  is 
thirty  years  astray ;  the  second  can  be  explained  only  by  the 
complete  ignorance  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
Treasury's  own  accounts,  for  the  latest  Treasury  return  credits 
Ireland  with  a  contribution  of  over  two  millions  to  Imperial 
expenditure;  the  third  statement  is  some  three  millions  astray; 
the  fourth  is  a  gross  misrepresentation  of  the  Report  Mr. 
Balfour's  chain  of  reasoning  runs :  "The  grievance  of  Ireland 
arises  from  the  whiskey  duties;  but  nobody  compels  Irishmen 
to  drink  whiskey,  and  if  the  duties  are  heavy  they 
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imposed  through  pure  philanthropy;  they  injure  nobody  but 
the  consumers  of  whiskey,  and  nobody  has  any  sympathy  with 
them."  To  this  there  are  three  answers  to  be  made.  First,  the 
grievance  does  not  arise  from  the  whiskey  duties ;  it  arises  from 
all  the  duties.  As  well  might  an  English  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer say  in  defence  of  an  exorbitant  Budget — "  Really  it  does  not 
matter.  Over  forty  millions  of  the  taxes  are  imposed  on  commo- 
dities. Nobody  is  compelled  to  consume  customable  or  excisable 
articles.  Let  the  people  who  complain  give  up  drinking  their  beer, 
their  tea,  or  their  champagne,  and  smoking  their  tobacco  and 
cigars.  We  impose  these  taxes  through  pure  philanthropy.  No- 
body is  hurt  by  them  except  the  drinkers  and  smokers.  It  is  no 
injury  to  the  country  to  take  their  money."  Would  that  argument 
save  a  spendthrift  and  wasteful  Government  from  being  hunted 
out  of  the  Treasury  ?  Mr.  Balfour  supplies  the  second  answer  to 
his  own  argument.  It  is  not  true  to  say  that  only  the  consumers 
of  whiskey  are  injured  by  the  taxes  on  whiskey.  True,  if  the  taxes 
on  whiskey  were  kept  in  the  country  where  they  were  collected 
not  much  harm  might  be  done.  Even  then,  however,  there  should 
be  a  limit  No  drunkard  was  ever  saved  by  the  price  of  whiskey ; 
•vid  the  moderate  drinker  has  other  duties  to  discharge  besides 
those  to  the  State.  You  cannot  tax  even  the  drunkard  excessively 
without  increasing  the  suffering  his  vice  may  cause  to  those  de- 
pendent upon  him  ;  and  you  cannot  tax  him  into  sobriety.  Let 
Mr.  Balfour's  argument  be  put  in  another  way.  Suppose  by  any 
mischance  a  French  force  effected  a  landing  in  Kent,  and  seized 
London.  Now,  if  this  French  force  had  to  be  bought  off  by  an 
indemnity,  and  it  was  made  a  condition  of  the  Treaty  by  France 
out  of  philanthropic  consideration  for  the  morality  of  Englishmen, 
that  it  should  be  raised  by  levying  a  duty  of  a  shilling  a  gallon  on 
beer,  five-tenths  of  the  proceeds  to  be  paid  for  half  a  century  to 
France,  would  Mr.  Balfour  say  that  England  was  not  injured  by 
the  levy?  Yet  the  new  duty  would  simply  equalise  the  tax  on  the 
alcohol  in  beer  with  the  tax  on  the  alcohol  in  whiskey;  and  this 
brings  us  to  the  third  part  of  the  argument. 

Sir  Edward  Clarke  points  out  that,  while  the  expenditure  on 
alcoholic  drinks  is  ^4  2s.  per  head  in  Great  Britain,  it  is  only 
£2  135.  in  Ireland;  but  that  in  Ireland  the  duty  on  the  average 
expenditure  is  135.  6d.,  while  in  Great  Britain  it  is  only  155.  6d. 
Now,  if  it  is  "  philanthropic  "  to  take  the  former  sura  out  of  the 
Irishman's  fund  for  expenditure  on  alcohol,  would  it  not  be  well 
to  equalise  the  philanthropy  by  so  adjusting  the  taxes  that  the 
consumer  of  alcohol  in  Great  Britain  should  contribute  proportion- 
ately ?  Charity  begins  at  home,  Mr.  Balfour  ought  to  know ;  and 
if  his  fiscal  principles  are  founded  in  charity,  then  a  complete  case 
exists  for  making  that  155.  6d.  of  British  contribution  205.  iojd., 
and  thus  adding  nine  millions  to  British  taxation.  We  suspect, 
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bowevei,  that  the  payer  of  indirect  taxes  in  Great  Britain  will  draw 

another  moral  from  the  Report  of  the  Financial  Relations  Com- 

mission  if  Mr.  Balfour  is  to  be  his  instructor.    The  Commission. 

r»as  proved  anything,  prove*- and  the  Times  had  admitted 


it— that  the  poor  are  being  fleeced  for  the  benefit  of  the  rich  in 

tain.  Mr.  Childers  calculated  that 
contribution  proportionate  to  her  wealth  by/  a  g< 
of  taxation,  twenty  five  millions  a  year  at  present  levied  on  the 
poor  consumer  by  indirect  taxation  should  be  levied  in  taxes  on 
wealth.  That  means,  if  it  means  anything,  that  the  British  con- 
sumers of  taxed  commodities  are  paying  about  twenty-two  and 
a^alf  millions  too  much  taxation.  Mr.  Balfour  explains  that  it  is  all 
through  love  of  the  people  that  this  money  is  being  taken  out  of 
their  pockets  by  the  manipulators  of  the  fr^t****!  system. 

The  fourth  blunder  in  Mr.  Balfour's  speech  is  even  more 
remarkable.  Referring  to  the  question  of  the  cost  of  civil 
government  in  Belgium,  as  compared  with  its  cost  in  Ireland,  Mr. 
Balfour  sai 

"To  make  that  comparison  with  any  degree  of  fairness  you 
must  add  together  the  local  and  general  taxation  in  Ireland  and  the 
general  and  local  taxation  in  Belgium,  and  then  there  may  be  some 
probability  that  your  comparison  will  be  tolerably  fair,  and  will 
lead  to  results  of  some  worth.  I  have  made  that  calculation,  and 
I  find  that,  so  far  from  Ireland  costing,  as  Mr.  Asquith  and  Lord 
Farrar  appear  to  suppose,  very  nearly  double  per  head,  the  differ- 
ence is  extremely  small  And  if  you  consider  what  in  England  or 
Great  Britain  and  in  Holland  are  spent  out  of  these  two  sources, 
and  compare  them  with  Ireland,  again  the  difference  is  not  very 
great  The  figures  are  these : — I  find  that  while  in  Ireland  it  does 
cost  about  £i  ijs.  per  head  for  the  civil  government  of  the 
country,  including  both  Imperial  and  local 
costs  £i  i  as. —a  small  difference.  The  United  Netfa 
which  is  also  a  country,  let  me  remind  you,  of  about  the 
population  as  Ireland,  costs  over  £2  a  head,  while  Great  Britain 
gives  almost  exactly  the  same  as  Belgium — namely,  £  i  i  as." 

The  slightest  care,  the  smallest  exertion  of  trouble,  would  have 
saved  Mr.  Balfour  from  the  discredit  attaching  to  such  misstate- 
mcnts.  For  what  are  the  facts?  The  Treasury— Mr.  Balfour's 
Treasury — a  couple  of  months  ago  issued  a  return  which  shows 
that  the  Imperial  taxation  alone  of  Ireland,  which  was  £  i  i  as.  iod. 
per  bead  in  1893-4,  the  year  on  which  the  Commission  based  its 
Report,  rose  to  £\  155.  id  in  1895-6 ;  while  the  Local  Taxation 
Returns,  issued  by  Dr.Grimshaw  just  before  the  close  of  last  year, 
show  that  local  taxation  rose  during  the  same  period  from  i6s.  ojd. 
per  head  to  i6s.  iod.  So  that  the  cost  of  the  government  of 
Ireland,  local  and  Imperial,  instead  of  being,  as  Mr. 
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Hates,  £i  133.  per  head,  was  no  less  than  £2  us.  ud.  for  the 
list  financial  year. 


THE  DUTIES  ON  ALCOHOL. 

THE  Times  of  January  I2th  printed  in  the  prominent  type 
usually  given  to  letters  of  importance  by  that  journal,  the 
following  letter  dealing  with  a  vital  point  in  Mr.  Balfour's 
argument : — 

"  SIR, — In  Mr.  Balfour's  speech  at  Manchester,  as  reported  in 
the  Times  of  to-day,  he  said  that  *  successive  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer  have  put  taxes  upon  alcoholic  liquors  not  simply  or 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  raising  revenue,  but  also  because  they 
thought  it  was  for  the  general  good  that  such  articles  should  not 
be  obtained  too  cheaply.'  I  very  much  doubt  whether  Mr. 
Balfour  could  quote  a  passage  from  any  Budget  speech  where  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  even  one  of  the  least  experience, 
has  admitted  that  he  dealt  with  the  spirit  duties,  or  the  beer  or 
wine  duties,  from  motives  other  than  those  of  fiscal  necessity  or 
fiscal  advantage.  He  has  nothing  to  do  with  temperance ;  on  the 
contrary,  prohibitory  rates  would  largely  curtail  his  resources. — 
Your  obedient  servant, 

"  FISCULIS. 

"January  11." 


MR.    JOHN    MORLEY. 

MR.  JOHN  MORLEY  addressed  a  meeting  of  the  electors  of 
Forfarshire,  held  at  Broughty  Ferry,  on  January  i6th,  in 
support  of  the  candidature  of  Captain  Sinclair,  who  was 
subsequently  elected.  Dealing  with  the  Irish  Financial 
question,  he  said  : — 

I  am  going  to  ask  you  to  follow  me  for  a  little  into  a  subject  of 
which  a  great  deal  has  been  said  and  is  being  said  in  the  news- 
papers— it  is  what  is  called  the  Irish  Financial  Relations.  We 
thought,  you  know,  after  the  last  election  that  Ireland  was  done 
with 

SCOTTISH   INTEREST  IN   THE  QUESTION. 

Well,  Ireland  once  more  fills  the  public  eye,  but  I  make  no 
apology  for  introducing  this  subject  in  a  Scotch  electioneering 
meeting.  First  of  all  it  has  been  imported  into  this  election 
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already  in  a  very  simple,  a  captivatingly  simple  form.  It  it  not 
a  party  question— I  hope  it  won't  become  one.  but  I  am  afraid  it 
looks  rather  as  if  it  might.  One  speaker  said—"  Well  the  whole 
of  that  matter  of  the  Irish  Financial  Relations  Commission  it 
this— that  they  want  the  Englishman  and  Scotchman  to  pay 
threepence  for  his  glass  of  whiskey  and  the  Irishman  only  to  pay 
three-halfpence."  It  is  not  quite  as  simple  as  that,  and  let  me 
remind  you  if  you  have  forgotten  it,  that  you  are  exactly  as  much 
concerned  with  the  issues  that  are  raised  by  this  controversy  at 
the  Irishmen  themselves,  and  the  present  Government  cannot 
it.  I  will  tell  you  why.  In  1890  an  Irish  member  asked 
that  a  Committee  might  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Financial 
Relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  Mr.  Goschen, 
who  was  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  said  this,  and  they 
cannot  go  behind  it  The  Irish  members  asked  for  a  Commission 
to  review  the  taxation  of  Ireland.  "  I  did  not  want  to  exclude 
Scotland,"  said  Mr.  Goschen,  "and  I  think  hon.  members  from 
both  countries  will  say  we  were  anxious  to  meet  them,  and,  of 
course,  if  that  inquiry  should  show  that  injustice  had  been  done  »o 
any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  steps  will  be  taken  to  afford 
redress.1'  Therefore,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  that 
day,  1890,  admitted  that  he  did  not  want  to  exclude  Scotland 
from  an  inquiry  into  her  Financial  Relations  with  Great  Britain,— 
with  England— and  the  order  of  reference— you  will  forgive  me 
for  being  minute  in  this,  for  this  is  the  beginning  of  a  large 
controversy  in  which  you  are  interested — the  order  of  reference 
to  that  Committee  was  this— they  were  to  inquire  how  far  the 

the  resources 


Financial  Relations  were  equitable,  having  regard  to  t 
and  population  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  r 


. 

Therefore,  you  are  interested,  and  I  hope  I  won't  fatigue  you  if 
I  just  point  out  to  you  as  briefly  and  succinctly  as  I  can  one  or 
two  of  the  issues  in  this  controversy  which,  depend  upon 
going  to  raise  very  great  subjects  of  discussion  not  only  affecting 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  but  affecting  possibly  deeper  and 
more  fundamental  questions  of  taxation  than  those  of  only  national 
importance. 

HOME  RULE  NOT   INVOLVED. 

Now,  so  far  as  the  Irish  part  of  the  case  is  concerned.  I  think  it 
ought  to  stand  clear—  in  this  particular  controversy  it  ought  to 
stand  clear  of  Home  Rule.  You  won't  think,  I  hope,  I  am  back- 
tog  out  of  Home  Rule.  I  am  more  firmly  convinced  every  day 
that  I  live  that  we  were  right,  and  that  the  country  will  by  and 
by  recognise  it  But  this  particular  aspect  of  the  Irish  case  I  am 
quite  willing  to  discuss—  I  want  to  discuss  it—  with  my  Unionist 
friends.  Well,  a  Royal  Commission  was  appointed  to 
the  financial  relations  between  the  two  countries,  and  the 
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was  remitted  under  two  heads— one  the  historic  question  and  the 
other  the  question  of  truth  and  of  fact. 

THE   HISTORY  OF  THE  SUBJECT. 

I  will  deal,  with  your  permission,  for  a  moment  with  the  historic 
question  first.  This  Commission  started  with  the  Treaty  of 
Union  in  1800.  They  considered  the  letter  of  the  Treaty  of 
Union,  and  they  considered  the  spirit  of  the  Treaty  of  Union,  as 
manifested  in  the  declared  expectations  and  intentions  of  those 
on  both  sides — the  English  side  and  the  Irish  side — who  were 
parties  to  it,  and  on  this  great  instrument — this  famous  historical 
instrument,  the  Treaty  of  Union — was  interpreted  and  considered 
along  with  its  proceedings  which  took  placejin  the  year  1816,  when 
the  Irish  separate  Exchequer  was  amalgamated  with  the  British 
Exchequer.  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  was 
reserved  to  Ireland  at  the  Union  in  the  matter  of  taxes  distinct 
considerations  to  be  founded  on  the  estimate,  from  time  to  time, 
as  circumstances  might  demand,  and  her  resources  and  her 
capacity  to  bear  those  taxes.  Now,  the  Union,  no  doubt,  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  meant  the  incorporation  of  Ireland 
with  Great  Britain,  but  it  meant  incorporation  upon  terms. 
It  was  a  bargain — it  was  a  treaty — and  among  those  terms  part 
of  the  bargain  was  this,  that  regard  should  be  had  in  taxation  from 
time  to  time  to  the  relative  resources,  ability,  and  circumstances  of 
the  two  countries. 

THE  UNION   PLEDGES. 

Well,  not  once,  but  a  score  of  times,  did  Lord  Castlereagh,  who,  as 
you  recollect,  negotiated  and  carried  through  the  Treaty  of  Union 
— not  once,  but  a  score  of  times,  did  he  affirm  that  Ireland  should 
not  be  taxed  beyond  her  comparative  ability,  and  that  the  ratio  of 
her  contribution  should  correspond  with  her  relative  wealth  and 
prosperity.  The  Irish,  knowing  they  were  bargaining  at  the  time 
of  the  Treaty  of  Union  with  a  pretty  acute  customers,  were  very 
anxious,  and  they  said,  "  If  we  once  throw  in  our  lot  with  you 
you  will  be  free  to  tax  us  up  to  the  eyes — to  the  hilt,"  and 
Lord  Castlereagh,  the  Minister  of  the  Union,  toVeassure  them,  gave 
them  those  declarations  to  which  I  have  referred.  There  is 
evidence — superabundant  evidence — that  these  were  the  substance 
of  the  Treaty  of  Union.  People  say,  "  These  are  very  tiresome. 
What  has  the  legal  and  constitutional  aspect  of  the  thing  to  do 
with  it  ?  Let  us  have  the  facts ;  let  us  look  at  the  facts."  What 
does  this  mean— this  light  treatment  of  the  constitutional  aspect  of 
the  bargain — what  does  it  mean  ?  I  will  tell  you  what  it  means.  It 
means  that  you  are  going  to  be  invited  once  more  to  perpetrate 
again  the  infatuated  blunder  which  our  forefathers  and  we  have 
made  in  our  relations  with  Ireland,  we  are  going  obstinately  to 
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t  on  taking  our  own  tingle  point  of  view,  and  block  clean  out 
of  sight  the  view  taken  by   Ireland  Ix>ok  at  the  (acts ! 

Yes,  by  all  means  ;  but  don't  look  only  at  the  facts  that  make  in 
your  own  favour  and  entirely  away  from  the  (acts  that  make 
against  you.  I  hope  you  agree  with  me  that  if  the  Irish  foun<! 

i  to  revision  of   their  taxation  from  time  to  time  upon  a 
great  treaty  and  upon  a  legal  and  constitutional  position  assigned 

i  hope  you  agree  with  me  that 
statcsm.r  is  not  statesmanship  at  all,  to  ignore 

their  argument  .  of  no  application  and  rm 

no  consideration.  That  is  what  the  gentlemen  who  come  down 
hero  im  .in,  when  they  tell  you  that  to  look  at  the  indi- 

the   individual  Scotchman, 

and  the  individual  Irishman,  and  not  to  areas.     He  forgets  the 
If  I  were  a  liruish  Unionist  I  would  go  as  far  as  ever  I 
'.  to  keep  in  step  an*l  to  keep  company  with  our  Irish  fellow- 
:  •   break  off  with  th  icct  their  argu- 

-  until  I  was  absolutely  compelled ;  and,  in  respect  of  the 
Act  of  Union,  I  would  never  forget  that  we  who  have  the  power  to 
;  *ret  the  Act  as  we  please,  because  we  are  strong,  wealthy  and 
powerful,  dealing  with  a  nation  which  is  we.ik  and  which  is  poor, 
I  would  not  forget  that  treaty,  and  I  would  think  twice,  thrice, 
before  I  opened  the  way  for  •  •  that  there  was  going  to  be 

one  more  broken  treaty  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and 
that  we  were  going  to  wrench  and  strain  all  the  obligations  that  the 
imposed  upon  us  in  our  own  r  .ire  the  strong 

and  powerful  and  rich,  but  don't  lc:  us  approach  this  subject  deal- 
ing with  the  weaker  in  this  s; 

MR.  BALFOUR'S  FATAL  SPF.FCII— THF.  AMF.RICAN  MORAL. 

A  week  ago  I  was  really  amazed  to  find  that  a  very  distinguished 
er— the  First  lx>rd  of  the  If  our— opened 

the  discussion  of  this  complex,  this   intricate,  this  difficult,  and 
this  far-reaching  subject  in  a  way  which  I  think  was  unfortunate, 
r  there  was  a  question — I  don't  care  what  solution  you 
anticipate  or  intend — but  if  ^as  a  question  that  re- 

quired caution,  candour,  temper,  this  is  the  question.  N 
Balfour  did  not  say  one  single  word  in  the  pretty  long  discussion 
of  th?  subject  of  this  historical  part,  this  fundamental  part,  of  the 
Irish  case.  He  won't  try  for  a  minute,  not  tor  a  single  minute,  to 
put  himself  at  their  point  of  view.  Thai  speech  last  Saturday  was 
:  those  fatal  speeches  which  are  well  calculated  in  a  nutter 
of  this  kind  to  spread  confusion.  -.\  is  a  ticklish  business. 

Money  bills  arc  the  things  before  most  others  coming  home  to 
our  business  and  our  bosoms,  and  you  know  that  there  was  a  con- 
siderable catastrophe  in  the  world  took  place  in  the  la<»t  century 
because  of  the  liritish  Parliament  insisting  upon  refusing  to  look  at 
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the  question  of  taxation  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  American 
Colonists.     Well,  I  am  not  going  to  compare  any  possible  risk  of 
bad  judgment  in  this  particular  matter  in  Ireland  with  the 
historic   case  of  bad  judgment  in  the    case   of  the 
Colonies.      We  lost  the   American    Colonies ;    \\x-  slun't    lose 
Ireland,  whatever  blunder  we   make  in   this   business.     But  we 
shall  lose  what  is  worth  something — whatever  confidence  re;; 
in  Ireland  in  the  justice  of  the  Imperial  Parliament. 

LORD  CASTL!:TOWN,  MR.  BALFOUR,  AND  CHARLES  TOWNSH 

There  was  an  Irish  nobleman  went  a  good  long  way  the  other  day 
—  i  nobleman  entirely  averse  from  my  way  of  thinking  upon  Irish 
politics.  He  said  that  the  situation  reminded  him  of  a  moment 
in  the  great  conflict  with  the  American  Colonies  when  rather  than 
drink  tea  bearing  a  tax  they  threw  the  tea  into  Boston  Harbour. 
I  do  not  think  the  Irish  will  do  that,  but  I  am  a  little  renn 
by  the  speech  of  last  Saturday  of  the  circumstances  of  that  time. 
As  some  of  you  may  remember,  the  final  de<  i  '  launched 

by  a  brilliant  Minister  of  that  time,  Mr.  Chirles  Townshend. 
Burke,  the  great  writer,  wrote  a  character  of  Charles  Townshend 
in  connection  with  these  American  transactions  which  I  was  rather 
reminded  of  the  other  day  by  Mr.  Balfour's  speech.  "He  was  the 
delight,"  says  Burke,  "  and  the  ornament  of  this  house  and  the 
charm  of  every  private  society  which  he  honoured  with  his 
presence.  He  had  a  refined,  exqufsite,  and  penetrating  judgment. 
He  was  truly  a  child  of  the  house.  To  please  universally  was  the 
object  of  his  life,  but  to  tax  and  to  please,  any  more  than  to  love 
and  to  be  wise,  is  not  given  to  men.  However,  he  attempted  it.'' 
I  hope  that  on  this  point,  at  all  events,  the  parallel  to  which  I 
have  now  in  all  humility  ventured  to  call  attention  will  break 
down. 

IRELAND'S  TAXABLE  CAPACITY. 

Now  I  come  to  the  second  question  which  was  referred  to  the 
Commission,  and  we  come  now  to  perhaps  more  interesting 
ground,  although  I  myself  will  not  regard  it  of  more  importance. 
It  is  a  question  of  mixed  principle  and  fact.  What  is  the  true  pro- 
portion of  relative  ability  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  in  respect  to 
bearing  taxation?  And  when  we  come  to  this  Committee  of 
Inquiry  into  Scotch  finance — which  by  the  way  I  ought  to  have 
told  you  was  promised  both  by  Mr.  Goschen  and  Sir  William 
Harcourt  in  1895 — when  we  come  to  that,  all  this  will  in 
you.  No  one  denies  that  this  is  a  question  to  which  it  is  possible 
te  find  an  answer,  however  rough  and  approximate  the  answer 
may  be.  What  is  the  fair  share  of  Ireland  in  making  up  the  com- 
mon purse?  Well,  there  are  various  ways  of  answering  that 
question.  There  are  various  ways  of  testing  the  relative  resu 


of  two  countries,  and  into  thote  I  will  not  go  now.    The  Com- 
mittee  examined  these  testa,  doctrines,  and  principle* 
jetted  some  and  they  accepted  other.  they  fou;. 

Mat  condition  at  which  they  could  arrive— all  of  then  exc« 
one— that  Ireland  ought  not  to  be  made  to  produce  mote 
one-twentieth  part  of  the  total  revenue  raiaed  in  the  United  . 
dom.    Thai  is  a  matter  of  fact.     She  ought  not  to  pay  more  Uuo 
one-twentieth.     As  a  matter  of  (act,  taking  the  rev< 

vcar   1895-96  Circat   lir.tam  contributed  t-i^r, 
millions  and  Ireland  contributed  seven  millions,  and  that 

.ts  possible  one-twelfth,  so  that,  instead  of  paying  at  the  rate 

of  is.  against  £it  she  was  made  to  pay  something  like  is.  84. 

.  now,  that,  gentlemen,  is  the  kernel  of  the  case 

ic  1  have  stated  to  you  with  candour  and  fairness,  and  I 
would  only  point  out  that  there  is  nothing  very  anu 

in  of  one-twentieth,  because  in  the  discussion  of  the  Home 
Hill  of  1893  both  Mr.  Goschen  and  Mr.  Chamberlain  fixed  the 
figure  of  the  lair  financial  cut  ..  of  the  fair  taxable  ca 

land  as  compared  with  Great  Britain,  as  OIK 
one-twentieth, 

THE  QUESTION  o:  RE. 

I  am  not  going  to  detain  you  longer  in  this  region  of  vulgar 
•ms,  no  doubt,  remain.     It  would  be  most 

unfair  to  conceal  that  there  are  other  questions  which  remain  to 
be  examined,  and  they,  no  doubt,  will  be  examined  in  t 

mrnons.  For  example,  whether  the  expenditure  in  Ireland, 
out  of  the  Imperial  purse  on  the  K  .  Consul* 

schools,  ought  to  be  a  set  oS,  and  whether  extra 
ought  to  be  a  set  off  against  excessive  taxation  one 

question.      Whether  Ireland  ought  to  pay  towards  debt  and 

ice  and  other  Imperial  purposes  in  the  ratio  of  her  taxable 
capacity— that  is  another  question  that  deserves  examination.  1 
would  only  point  out  this  to  you  without  prejudicing  the  con- 

•n  that  I  will  borrow  from  the  Com- 
missioners themselves.  Ireland,  as  you  know,  is  a  very  poor 
count  .in  is  not  very  poor,  though  a  great  many 

people  in  Great  Britain  are  poor  enough.     Here  is  a  man  living 
on  ;£ioo  a  year,  and  he  takes  a  great  fancy  to  keep  bouse,  to  be 
ih  one  who  lives  on  ^700  *  year.     You  can  iro 

nd  saying  to  England— "  You  area  delightful  companion, 
you  are  so  sympathetic,  you  are  so  considerate  of  other  people  that 
I  am  enchanted  by  your  company,  and  I  am  determined  to  kcey 
house  with  you  if  1  can  afford  it.  I  can  only  afford  £\  for  your 

••  I  am  not  only  going  to  allow  you  to  join  roc,"  sa 

•-  but  1  *>n  your  joining  me."    They  get  on  very  well  : 

:'«icn  B  raised  his  expenditure  so  that  instead  of 
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i,  ioo.     Poor  A  has  got  to  put  down  £i  <b* 
B  spends  ^£2,100.     A  says,   "Why,  good 
ot  to  produce  ^300  a  year.      It  is  not  : 
.       I  won't  labour  that  illustration,  but  when  the 
ion  comes  for  your  consideration,  as  it  will,  whcth<  :    1 
ought  to  contribute  in  the  exact  ratio  to  her  taxable  capacity  for 
large   Imperial  purposes,  just  be   kind  enough  to  bear  in  mird 
poor  A,  A  who  was  to  contribute  £i   for  every  ^7   of  B,  and 
:  hough  it  may  be  a  great  advantage  to  live  in  partner- 
ship with  a  very  much  richer  person  than  yourself,  yet  if  you  IKK! 
to  contribute  in  proportion  to  his  expenditure,  there  may  be  suine 
disadvantages  in  it,  1  tell  you. 

MR.  BALFOUR'S  STRONG  LANGUAGE  AND  INACCURACIES. 

Mr.  Dal  four  the  other  day  gave  the  go-by  to  the  question  of  the 
Treaty  obligations  and  Parliamentary  contract,  and  flies  with 
unfortunate  avidity  to  this  question.  He  is  very  contemptuous 
that  they  endeavoured  to  argue  on  a  basis  which  he  says  is  a  farce 
—  rather  strong  language.  They  have  adopted,  he  remarks,  an 
utterly  erroneous  method  which  has  landed  them  in  hopeless 
absurdities  and  hopeless  confusion.  Well,  it  is  very  strong 
language,  but  political  economists  are  capable  of  using  strong 
language.  I  have  heard  an  old  friend  of  mine,  who  himseli 
a  great  political  economist,  say  that  he  had  known  the  friendship 
of  a  lifetime  to  be  severed  and  cut  by  some  slight  difference  of 
opinion  about  currency.  I  think  that  is  one  of  the  reasons  for 
another  thing  I  have  heard,  that  no  one  is  really  sorry  at  th 
death  of  a  political  economist.  I  won't  keep  you  dwelling  upon 
some  rather  secondary  inaccuracies  in  the  speech  of  the  ! 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  but  I  must  first  refer  to  them.  Some  of  these 
are,  no  doubt,  slips  —  although  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
ought  not  to  make  slips.  He  says,  for  example,  that  Ireland  is 
exempt  from  burdens,  which  in  England,  at  all  events,  and  in  Scot- 
land also,  I  think,  are  suffered.  It  was  not  worth  while  mention- 
ing that  Ireland  is  exempt  from  certain  burdens  imposed  upon  us. 

worth  while  mentioning  ?  I  may  tell  you  that  these  bur. 
if  laid  upon  Ireland,  would  bring  them  ,£150,000  a  year.  Not 
much  argument  there.  An  argument  not  used  by  Mr.  Balfour, 
but  used  by  others,  was  :  —  "It  maybe  true  that  we  tax  Ireland 
very  heavily,  but  see  what  loans  we  have  remitted.  We  have 
remitted  millions  of  money  in  loans."  When  you  go  into  that  you 
will  find—  this  figure  is  the  only  one  I  am  going  to  trouble  you 
with  on  this  point—  there  have  been,  roughly  speaking,  about  ttn 
or  eleven  millions  advanced  by  way  of  loans  from  Great  Britain  to 
,d  if  you  look  fairly  into  what  these  loans  were  for,  I 
defy  any  impartial  men  to  say  that  remissions  have  taken  place  in 
the  loans  made  to  Ireland  of  more  than  a  million  in  excess  of 
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remission!  made  in  respect  of  loans  advanced  to  Great  Br 
fore,  don't  salve  your    conscience  by  thinkin. 

iiy  be  excessive,  but  we  have  t 
of  gifts  and  loans." 

WHISKEY  ARGUMHKT:  WEB-WILL  TAXATION 

Now  we  come  to  an  argument  which  I  am  sure  will  not  be  with* 
^  This  extra  sum,  says  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trca% 

ipally  derived  from  the  duty  of  whisker.     If  the  Iruh  are 

axed  it  is  because  they  drink  too  much  whiskey.  If  you  drop 
whiskey  your  wrong  will  rod  and  your  grievance  will  vanish.  Wai: 
a  moment — why  whiskey  particularly  ?  Why  not  tea  and  tobacco  ? 
If  the  contribution  from  Ireland  is  excessive,  because  of  excessive 
consumption,  I  do  not  know  why  whiskey  should  be  particularly 
Milled  out.  If  they  dropped  tea  and  tobacco  that  would  banish 

grievance ;  but  I  want  to  come  to  Mr.  Halfour's  great  principle. 

c  always  understood  the  people  of  Scotland  are  people  who 
delight  in  metaphysics.  Here  is  a  bit  of  methaphysics  for  you. 
A  material  thing,  says  the  th  >rd,  in  direct  taxation— that 

is  on  commodities— is  that  there  is  an  element  of  free  will  in  the 
matter.  It  has  been  my  fortune  to  read  many  a  page,  many  a 
chapter,  many  a  volume  on  free  will,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  I 
ever  read  upon  the  subject  such  a  whimsical  reason  as  this  one. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  says  indirect  taxes — that  is  to  say, 
taxes  on  articles  of  consumption— do  not  count,  because  nobody 
need  consume  the  articles  if  he  or  she  does  not  like.  Take 
tobacco.  I  am  not  going  to  be  pinned  down  to  whiskey.  There 
is  a  very  heavy  tax  on  tobacco.  The  tax  is  a  great  deal  heavier 
on  ordinary  common  tobacco,  I  understand,  than  it  is  upon  fine 
cigars ;  but  still,  if  a  man  or  a  woman  can  keep  his  or  her 
body  together  without  smoking  he  will  be  quite  free.  You  may 
be  very  poor,  you  may  work  very  hard  ;  you  may  find  in  a  pipe  of 
tobacco  a  comfort  and  a  consolation  in  exposure,  in  fatigue,  and 

m  hunger.  You  may  call  it  a  luxury  if  you  like,  and  the  human 
will  is  well  known  by  all  orthodox  authorities  and  philosophers  to 
be  free — it  is  your  own  fault  if  you  pay  a  single  penny  on  tobacco. 
Looking  at  the  facts  of  real  life  I  submit  an  argument  of  that  kind 


1MB  BEER  DUTY 

You  may  take  another  commodity  which  .my  countrymen  coo* 
sume— beer.    Why  not  level  the  duty  on  beer  ?    I  should  no: 
ture  to  face  England  again  if  that  were  my  proposition.    Why 
not  make  the  duty  on  beer  six  or  seven  times  what  it  is  now? 
I  will  tell  you.     It  is  because  there  is  a  great  dc»l  of  free  « 
England.     If  Mr.   Balfour  would  only  do  us  the  service  of  per- 
suading the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  next  Parliament  to 
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up  the  beer  and  spirit  duties,  England  would  put  out  his  Go\ 
nicnt  in  about  a  week. 

FREE  WILL  PRINCIPLE. 

But  you  may  use  these  arguments  outside  these  articles  of  con- 
sumption. Let  us  take  the  death  duties.  The  will  is  free.  You 
need  only  give  away  all  your  property  as  you  wish  a  sufficiently 
long  time  before  you  die,  and  your  grievance  vanishes.  Take  the 
income  tax.  A  great  many  people  do  a  grumble  at  the  income 

•at  it  is  your  own  fault.    You  can  release  yourself.    You  need 
not  earn  such  large  incomes.     I  think  you  do  not  pay  incom 
at  all  if  your  income  is  not  above  ^150  a  year  or  ;£i6o.     If  the 
tax  is  a  grievance  take  good  care  you  do  not  earn  more  than  ^150 

:•.  It  comes  to  this,  if  wr  may  follow  this  metaphysical  re  a 
soning,  it  will  perhaps  be  popular  in  this  country — that  nobody, 
Englishman,  Irishman,  or  Scotchman,  unless  he  has  rcali 
property,  has  any  business  to  say  at  all  his  taxes  are  too  high,  or 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  taking  more  than  a  fair 
share  out  of  the  country  to  which  he  belongs,  because  all  he,  this 
grumbler,  has  got  to  do,  or  his  countrymen  have  got  to  do,  leaving 
out  certain  exceptions  which  do  not  really  affect  the  substance  of 
this  astonishing  argument,  is  to  give  up  tea,  never  smoke  a  pipe, 
never  touch  alcohol,  and  be  quite  sure  on  no  account  to  earn  more 
than  ^150  a  year.  Give  away  all  your  property  a  year  or  s 
fore  you  die,  and  here  is  a  consolation  for  you,  you  may  set  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with  all  his  tax-collectors,  Customs 
officers,  excise  officers,  you  may  set  them  all  at  defiance,  and  boast 
that  your  country,  at  all  events  so  far  as  you  are  concerned,  and 
her  financial  relations  are  all  that  can  be  desired.  And  yet  a  dis- 
tinguished man  who  lands  us  in  this  strange  mockery  of  common 
sense,  by  his  free-willed  metaphysics,  thinks  he  has  the  right  to 

i  at  the  poor  Royal  Commissioners  for  their  crudities  and 
their  absurdities,  their  misplaced  arithmetic,  and  their  ridiculous 

.  I  should  like  to  go  on  for  another  half-hour  on  this  subject. 
I  have  only  to  say  one  word  more  upon  it  and  release  you.  Do 
not  think  that  I  am  in  favour  of  reducing  the  whiskey  duty  ;  do 
not  think  that  I  am  of  opinion  that  there  is  any  necessity  of  mak- 
ing the  Irish  whiskey  duty  or  any  other  of  these  duties  lower  than 
the  corresponding  duty  for  England  and  Scotland.  These  duties 
do  not  exhaust  the  resources  of  civilisation.  There  are  other 
methods  of  readjustment.  I  shall  respectfully  listen  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  when  he  is  kind  enough  to  explain  them 
to  us. 
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THE  LORD   LIEUTENANT  OF  IRELAND, 
EARL   CADOGAN. 

series  of  declarations  from  statesmen    may 

fittingly    conclude  with    that    of    His    Excellency 
>gan,  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  the  rente* 
<iovcrnTvr;t  iti  I.urd  Salisbury's  Ca* 
Replying  to  the  toast  of  1  the  banquet 

honour   of  the  Jubilee  of  the  (Juccn's  College,    Belfast, 
Lord  Cadogan  said  : — 

There  is  one  subject  upon  which  I  had  not  the  honour  of 
i  yestcrda  one  which  apparently  occupies 

:tention  of  all  classes  and  all  sections  of  Irishmen  to  almost 
\clusion  of  every  other  subject— namely,  that  of  the  financial 
en  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.     I  believe  I  could, 
ic  charge  of  making  a  party  speech  or  intro- 
s  have  dealt  with  some  aspects  of  the  qucs- 
.  but  I  observe  from  the  reports  of  the  proceedings 
•.  that  the  feelings  of  the  representatives   of  the 
people  is  that  that  question  should  be  referred  to  experts  to 
irsmtatives  of  the  people  in  Parliament,  who  are  un- 
doubtedly fully  able  to  «  and  intricate  problem 
.  it  involves.     Even  those  members  who  are  most  opposed 
i?  present  Government  have  withdrawn  any  temporary  op- 
position which  it  might  have  been  their  intention  to  offer,  and 
hole  matter  is  to  be  relegated  to  the  serious  and  calm  con- 
ition  of  the  House  of  Commons.     But  there  are  one  or  two 
obsc:               .hich  in  the  position  I  have  the  honour  to  occupy. 
I  believe  I  may  make,  and  I  am  glad  to  have  the  opportunity  oi 
miking  t'. 


TUP.  CHARACTER   OF  THK    IRI-H    MOVEMENT. 

One  which  I  wish  to  submit  to  your  attention  is  this— we  have 

h?*rd  a  great  deal  about  the  agitation  that  has  been  going  on  in 

nd  during  the  past  few  weeks  on  this  enormously  impoiUnt 

subject.    Agitation  is  a  word  which  has  been  used  in  Ireland  to 

mean  and  imply  various  courses  of  action.     I  hope  my  words 

be    endorsed    by    everyone    present,     th  never 

was    a    movement     in    Ireland    apparently    more    unanimous 

throughout  the  country,  among  all  sections  and  parties  in  the 

country,  and  one  which   has  ever  been  discussed    in   various 

is  and  by  men  of  various  sympathies  in  a  more  calm  and 

temperate  and  sober  spirit — in  the  history  of  political  controversy. 

1  must  say  I  have  been  very  much  struck  by  the  manner  in  which 

this  movement  has  been  organised  and  earned  out  in  Ireland.   Of 
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course  there  have  been  exceptions  to  the  rule  which  I  have  laid 
down  from  time  to  time.  We  have  had  specimens  of  the  rampant 
rhetoric  of  amateur  rebels  ;  we  have  occasionally  heard  language 
which,  perhaps,  we  may  regret,  and  to  which  we  do  not  attach  any 
undue  importance  ;  but  taking  the  meetings  throughout  the 
country  as  a  whole,  and  taking  into  consideration  all  that  I  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  reading — perhaps  more  than  any  gentleman 
present — considering  all  the  resolutions  passed  at  these  meetings, 
mpossible  to  deny  that  the  attitude  of  the  Irish  people  at  this 
time,  the  manner  in  which  they  are  pressing  their  desires  -and 
wishes,  has  been  such  as  to  leave  nothing  to  desire,  and  further- 
more to  render  it  imperative  on  the  Government  and  on  P.irlia 
to  inquire  into  and  discuss  this  matter,  which  is  regarded  with 
such  universal  interest  in  Ireland. 

THE   COMMISSION    NOT   A    PACKED    COMMISSION. 

As  I  said  before,  I  speak  with  my  hands  tied  behind  my  back. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  say  anything  about  the  Commission  or  its  Report, 
but  there  is  one  more  admission  I  wish  to  make.  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  will  say  that  this  Commission  was  a  packed  Commission 
— that  the  men  who  composed  it  did  not  honestly  inquire  into  the 
questions  which  were  laid  before  their  consideration.  I  do  believe 
that  the  references  to  them  were  such  that  they  could  hardly  do  other- 
wise than  limit  themselves  to  a  comparatively  small  part,  only  one- 
half,  of  the  great  question  which  we  in  both  countries  have  to  discuss. 
But  they  were  able  men,  they  were  distinguished  financiers.  I  have 
the  honour  of  knowing  several  of  them,  and  I  am  quite  sure  they 
investigated  the  facts  before  them.  But  what  are  we  to  deduce 
from  these  facts  ?  I  will  only  say  this — that  I  believe  there  is  no 
man  in  this  room  who  does  not  feel  that  after  he  has  studied  that 
Report  with  the  greatest  care  and  attention  there  still  remains 
behind  a  very  large,  a  very  important  part  of  this  great  question 
without  information  on  which  it  is  possible  to  arrive  at  any  decision. 

MORE  LIGHT. 

As  I  understand  it  that  is  practically  all  that  the  speakers  at 
these  meetings  wish  for.  They  have  only  demanded  that  the 
Government  should  turn  their  attention  to  this  question  with  a 
view  to  its  entire  elucidation  and  settlement.  I  can  only  say  that 
in  making  that  demand  the  people  of  Ireland  have  been  entirely 
within  their  rights,  and  that  it  is  a  demand  no  Government  could 
or  would  desire  to  evade.  I  believe  that  the  prosperity  of  Ireland 
largely  depends  upon  the  action  and  upon  the  temper  of  the 
people  themselves.  I  have  seen  in  the  course  of  the  past  year 
signs  of  the  importance  of  this  as  affecting  the  material  pros- 
perity of  the  country,  an  1  I  have  seen  what  I  believe  is  more 
important — a  desire  on  the  part  of  Irishmen  of  different  religions 
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to  dr*w  together  for  the  furtherance  of  those  object!  by  which  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland  may  be  forwarded  and  maintained. 

THE  UNION  Of   IRISHMEN  COMUfcMUBtE. 

I:  is  u|M.n  this  spirit  and  this  temper  Out  I  and  anyone  who 
occupies  my  position  can  only  rely,  and  if  Iruhmm  general)-, 
go  forward  in  the  spirit  which  has  actuated  them  in  rctpcct  of 
the  Financial  Relations  question  during  the  past  few  morr 
am  quite  sure  that  not  only  that  Question,  but  any  other  question 
that  may  arise,  will  not  be  a  bar  in  the  march  of  progress  «•• 
coui  .ere  are  those  who  say  that  hidden  behind  this 

Financial  Relations  subject  it  the  question  of  Home  Rule -the 
question  of  the  Union  between  Great  i  eland,  ai 

Question,  therefore,  of  the  existence  of  the  Unionist  party.  Now 
this  is  not  a  matter  of  party  ;  this  is  a  matter  of  the  safety  and 
honour  and  welfare  of  this  country.  I  U-licvc  myself  that  you 
will  find  that  this  danger  of  Home  Rulr  in  connection  with  this 
son  if  absolutely  a  bugbear.  I  gladly  recognise  all  that  you 
in  Ulster,  and  many  in  the  South  of  Ireland  also,  have  do: 
staunchly  maintaining  the  Union  between  Great  Hntain  and 
Ireland.  But  I  believe  that  the  discussion  of  this  financial 
question,  or  any  other  great  questions  that  may  arise  between  these 
two  countries  will  not  affect  the  Union  and  that  you  uill  long  be 
able  to  toast  this  great  sentiment  of  the  "  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
prosperity  to  Ireland." 
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APPENDIX  A. 


I.— THE  FISCAL  ARTICLE  OF  THE  ACT  OF  UNION. 

THE  financial  arrangement  made  at  the  Union  is  con- 
tained in  Article  7  of  the  Act  of  Union  which,  divided  for 
convenience  into  sections,  and  italicised  in  these  passages 
specially  pertinent,  runs  as  follows  : — 

(1)  That  h  be  the  Seventh  Article  of  Union  that  the  charge  arising 
from  the  payment  of  the  interest,  and  the  sinking  fund  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  principal  of  the  debt  incurred  in  either  kingdom  before  the 
Union,  shall  continue  to  be  separately  defrayed  by  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  respectively,  except  as  hereinafter  provided  : 

(2)  That,  for  the  space  of  twenty  years  after  the  Union  shall  take 
place,  the  contribution  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  respectively  to- 
wards the  expenditure  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  each  year,  shall  be 
defrayed  in  the  proportion  of  fifteen  parts  for  Great  Britain  and  two 
parts  for  Ireland  :  and  that  at  the  expiration  of  the  said  twenty  years 
the  future  expenditure  of  the  United  Kingdom  (other  than  the  interest 
and  charges  of  the  debt  to  which  either  country  shall  be  separately 
liable)  shall  be  defrayed,  in  such  proportion  as  the  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom  shall  deem  just  and  reasonable,  upon  a  comparison 
of  the  real  value  of  the  exports  and  imports  of  the  respective  countries, 
upon  an  average  of  the  three  years  next  preceding  the  period  of 
revision  ;  or  on  a  comparison  of  the  value  of  the  quantities  of  the  fol- 
lowing articles  consumed  within  the  respective  countries,  on  a  similar 
average,  videlicet,  beer,  spirits,  sugar,  wine,  tea,  tobacco,  and  malt : 
or  according  to  the  aggregate  proportion  resulting  from  both  these 
considerations  combined  ;  or  on  a  comparison  of  the  amount  of  income 
in  each  country,  estimated  from  the  produce  for  the  same  period  of  a 
general  tax,  if  such  shall  have  been  imposed  on  the  same  description 
of  income  in  both  countries  : 

(3)  And  that  the  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  shall  after- 
wards proceed  in  like  manner  to  revise  and  fix  the  said  proportions, 
according  to  the  same  rules  or  any  of  them,  at  periods  not  more  distant 
than  twenty  years  nor  less  than  seven  years  from  each  other  ;  unless 
previous  to  any  such  period  the  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom 
shall  have  declared,  as  hereinafter  provided,  that  the  expenditure  of 
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the  Umit+i  KtmgJom  shall  be< 
imposed  on  the  like  . . 

the  defacing  the  said  expenditure  according  to  the 

above  laid  dtmn,  the  revenues  of  Ireland  shall  hersaftei  corny 

»mute  a  Consolidated   i  h  shall  be  charged,  in  the  6m 

>e  debt  of  Ireland,  and  *ith 

fund  applicable  to  the  reduction  of  the  said  debt,  and  ihe 
•hall  be  applied  towards  defraying  the  proportion  of 

A  ,*,,.v*.  h   Ireland  may  be  liable  m  each 

year  i 
(«)  That  the  proportion  of  contribution  to  which  Great  Britain  and 

letoi 

m  e.uh  cuuniry  by  »hi.  h  their   re*,*-  tivc  |>r..poriioi.»  M».I.|"  he  Ir^ed. 


Ireland  will  be  liable  shall  be  mised  by  such  uues  in  each 

the  United 

tune  to  time  deem  fit :  Provided  always,  that  in  regulating  the 

tioa»  sbajT  be  I 


respectively,  as  the  Paruftmett  oi  the  United   Kingdom  shall 
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no  an.clc  in  Ireland  shall  be  made  liable  to  any  new  or  additional 
duty  In  which  the  whole  amount  of  duty  payable  thereon  would  e*ceed 
the  amount  which  will  be  thereafter  payable  in  England  on  the  like 

(6)  That  if,  at  the  end  of  any  year,  any  surplus  shall  accrue  from 
the  revenues  of  Ireland,  after  defraying  the  interest  sinking  fond,  and 
proportional  contributions  and  separate  charges  to  which 

'  .      •   ,    .  .--,.  :,.,.-•• 


such  surplus,  or  the  surplus  shall  be  applied  by  the  Parliament  of  the 

ugdom  to  local  purposes  in  Ireland,  or  to  make  good  any 

which  may  arise  in  the  revenues  of  Ireland  in  time  of  peace, 

or  be  invested  by  the  Commissioners  of  nal  Debt  of  Ireland 

in  the  Funds,  to  accumulate  tor  the  benefit  of  Ireland  at  compound 

.1  case  of   the   contribution   of    Ireland    in  tune  of    war: 

:rd  thai  the  surplus  so  to  accumulate  shall  at  no  future  period  be 

suffered  to  exceed  the  sum  of  /$  oeoooa 

(7)  That  all  moneys  to  be  raised  alter  the  Union,  l.y  loan,  in  peace 
ir.  for  the  service  of  U  dom  by   the  Parliament 

thereof;  shall  be  considered  to  be  a  joint  debt,  and  the  charges  thereof 
shall  be  borne  by  the  respective  countries  in  the  proportion  of  their 
respective  contributions  ;  provided  thai  if  at  any  time,  in  racing  their 
respective  contributions  hereby  fixed  for  each  country  the  1 
of  the  United  Kingdom  shall  judge  it  fit  to  raise  t  greater 
of  such  respective  contributions  in  one  country  within  the*  year  than 
in  the  other,  or  to  set  apart  a  greater  proportion  of  sinking  fund  for 
the  liquidation  of  the  whole  or  .  :  the  loan  raised  on 


of  the  one  country  than  of  that  raised  on  account  of  the  other  country, 
then  such  part  of  the  said  loan,  for  the  liquidation  of  which  dir 
provisions  shall  have  been  made  for  the  respective  countries  shall  be 
kept  distinct,  and  shall  be  borne  by  each  separately,  and  only  that  part 
of  the  said  loan  be  deemed  joint  and  common,  for  the  reduction  of 


>  the  respective  countries  shall  have  made  provision  in  the  pro- 
portion  of  their  respective  contributions  : 

(8;  That  if  at  any  future  day  the  separate  debt  of  each  country 
>•  shall   have  been  liquidated,  or  if  the  values  of  their 


respective  debts  ( 

and  ann 

to  the 

capital  of  such  debt  shall  appear 


ann 

lie  reduction  thereof;  and  to  the  period 
ital  of  such  debt  shall  appear  to  be  red 


268  The  Over-Taxation  of  Ireland. 

fund)  shall  be  to  each  other  in  the  same  proportion  with  the  respective 
contributions  of  each  country  respectively  :  or  if  the  amount  by  which 
the  value  of  the  Urger  of  such  debts  shall  vary  from  such  proportion 
shall  not  exceed  one-hundredth  part  of  the  said  value  :  And  it  it 
appear  to  the  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  that  the  respr 
circumstances  of  the  two  countries    will   thenceforth    admit  of 
contributing  indiscriminately,  by  equal  taxes  imposed   on   the  same 
articles  in  each,  to  the  future  expenditure  of  the  United  Kingdom,  it 
shall  be  competent  to  the  Parliament  of  the   United   Kmgdam  to 
declare  that  all  future  expense  thenceforth  to  be  incurred  toettlUV  with 
the  interest  and  charges  of  all  joint  debts  contracted  /  such 

declaration^  shall  be  so  defrayed  indiscriminately  by  equal  taxes  im- 
posed on  the  same  articles  in  each  country,  atid  thenceforth  from  time 
to  time,  as  circumstances  may  require,  to  impose  and  apply  such  taxes 
accordingly,  subject  only  to  such  particular  exemptions  or  abatements 
in  Ireland,  and  in  that  part  of  Great  Britain  called  Scotland,  as  cir- 
cumstances may  appear  from  time  to  time  to  demand : 

(9)  That,  from  the  period  of  such  declaration,  it  shall  no  longer  be 
necessary  to  regulate  the  contribution  of  the  two  countries  towards 
the  future  expenditure  of  the  United  Kingdom  according  to  any  specific 
proportion,  or  according  to  any  of  the  rules  hereinbefore  prescribed  ; 
Provided,  nevertheless,  that  the  interest  or  charges  which  may  remain 
on  account  of  any  part  of  the  separate  debt  with  which  either  country 
shall  be  chargeable,  and  which  shall  not  be  liquidated  or  consoli- 
proportionably  as  above,  shall,  until  extinguished,  continue  to  be 
defrayed  by  separate  taxes  in  each  country ;  That  a  sum  not  less  than 
the  sum  which  has  been  granted  by  the  Parliament  in  Ireland  on  the 
average  of  six  years  immediately  preceding  the  1st  day  of  January,  in  the 
year  1800,  in  premiums  for  the  internal  encouragement  ol  agriculture  or 
manufactures,  or  for  the  maintaining  institutions  for  pious  and 
charitable  purposes,  shall  be  applied,  for  the  period  of  twenty  years 
after  the  Union,  to  such  local  purposes  in  Ireland  in  such  manner  as 
the  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  shall  direct :  That  from  and 
after  the  ist  day  of  January,  iSoi,  all  public  revenue  arising  to  the 
United  Kingdom  from  the  territorial  dependencies  thereof,  and  applied 
to  the  general  expenditure  of  the  United  Kingdom,  shall  be  so  applied 
in  the  proportions  of  the  respective  contributions  of  the  two  countries. 


II.— THE  RESOLUTIONS  OF   1816  AMALGAMATING 
THE  EXCHEQUERS. 

I.  *'  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that  the  values  of  the 
respective  debts  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  estimated  according  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Acts  of  Union,  have  been,  at  a  period  subsequent 
to  those  Acts,  in  tnc  same  proportion  to  each  other  (within  one-hund- 
redth part  of  the  said  value)  with  the  respective  coniiibutions  of  each 
country  respectively,  towards  the  annual  expend  i:e  United 

Kingdom  ;  and  that  the  respective  circumstances  o.  che  two  countries 
will  henceforth  admit  of  their  contributing  indiscriminately,  by  • 
taxes  imposed  upon  the  same  articles  upon  each,  to  the  future  c 
diture  of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  subject  en//  to  such  particular  eicmp- 


'• 


tie**  or  at*titm<n:   in  !><l**4  •*** i*  &tf/AW.  **  {farm 

*M*mr  from  ttm*  fa  lime  to  <ltm**4;  and  t: 

sary  to  regulate  the  contribution  of  the  two  countries  according  to 

any  *pecinc  proportion  or  according  to  the  rules  prescribed  by  the 

Act.  uj  iMon.  Huh  nmi :  t..    .  !i  propoflta 

>  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that  it  is  expedient  that 
all  expenses  henceforth  to  be 

charges  of  all  debts  hitherto  contracted,  shall  be  so  defrayed  indiscri- 
minate !>  by  r.mal  taxes  to  be  imposed  on  the  same  an  teles  in  each 
country  ;  and  that  from  time  to  time,  as  circumstances  may  require,  such 
taxes  should  be  imposed  and  applied  accordingly.  /*£//<*  only  to  mtk 
txtmfitio**  o*4  oMtmtmls  in  lrtl**4  ojtd  Stoluuui  oj  cirmmittmttt 

•  the  opinion  of  this  Committee  that  such  legislative 

measures  should  be  adopted  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  into  further 

•ftctttopvpoteaofUM  laid  Actsd  i  •  •     •  .  m    •  ••  '  vJBh 

•/»**/  if  Gnat  Rritai*  .1  <>«/  /a**  **4o&J^ 

tkt  uu*t  to  tkt  gauroJ  urvun  •/  tkt  U*it€d 


III.—  Till-    IN  I  1  NTIONS  OF  TIIK  UNION  STATES- 

Mi 

i.  —  CASTLEREAGH'S  FORE- 
In  his  speech  on  February,  1800,  Lord  Castlereagh  said  :  — 

u  It  now,  sir,  remains  for  me  to  consider  the  operation  and  effect 
of  this  Aiticle,  and  how  far  the  proportion  of  7$  to  i  is  favourable  or 
otherwise  to  Ireland,  considered  with  reference  to  the  past  expenses  of 


the  two  countries,  as  also  to  their  probable  future  expenditu 

*'The  peace  establishment  of  (ircat  Ilntam  m  the  year  preceding  the 
war  amounted  to  ^$.806,744  ;  that  of  Ireland  amounted  in  the  same 

.OI2,52> 

••  The  proportion  of  these  sums  is  about  5?  to  i.  Upon  an  average 
of  seven  years,  from  the  commencement  of  the  war.  Great  Britain  has 
expended  each  year  ^27,630,649  ;  Ireland  has  expended  ^3^70.651. 
The  proportion  of  these  sums  is  about  9  to  I.  As,  however,  upon  the 
experience  of  the  past  century,  it  is  found  that  there  are  three  years  of 
peace  to  two  of  war  ;  if  we  form  our  cal.  ;x>n  this  proportion, 

the  past  expenses  of  Great  llnuin  and  Ireland  may  be  coosidcrtii  in 
itioot  7}  to  i. 

>ch  is  the  result  as  to  past  expenditure.  I  shall  now  state  what 
we  may  expect  from  the  proportion  of  7}  to  i  in  our  future  expenses. 
The  expense  of  (irc.it  Ilnum  for  the  year  1799  vas  £32,700,000  ;  that 
of  Ireland, 


this  expense  had  been  borne  in  the  proportion  of  7  J  to  I.  Great 
Britain  would  have  expended  j£jl69S,iot.  Ireland  would  have 
pended   £4,492,680,   ami  IrtfauT  womld  k*v*  fm*fmtmtJy 


So  long,  sir.  as  the  war  shall  last  and  we  shall 


from  Great  Britain,  it  is  not  possible  to  suppose  that  our 
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be  reduced  :  and,  therefore,  we  sha  1  in  future  expend  more  by  one 
million  a  year  than  il  we  were  united  with  <  tin. 

"  I  shall  now  advert   to  the  probable  future  expense  ul  in 

time  of  peace  ;  and,  if  we  r, MI-HUT  tin-  ad\an<r.i   p.iy  of  the  army,  the 
increased  charge  of  the  militia,  the  necessity  of  k«vpin^  up 
of  that  in\  ihe  yeomanry,  we  shall  find  it  impossible  to 

m.iur  e  establishment  of  only  12,000  men  at  hour.*,  at  a  less 

charge  than  £1,500,000  a  year;  and' if  w-  ;  r-taMMi- 

ment  to  20,000  men,  the  whole  charge  would  amount  to  £  1.900,000  a 
i .  from  the  best  documei.  !>een  able  to  procure, 

pears  that  the  peace  establishment  of  •  dy  to 

amount  to  about  ,£7,500000;  and  that  of  Ireland,  £1,500,000; 
£9,000,000. 

"  If  this  charge  be  borne  in  the  ratio  of  7 1  -  :<v>// /<//'<•-/ 

<•>  Ireland  of  £4 50,000  />/•///.»•//,  or  nearly  £5oo,oco  frisk  currency. 

•  It  may  be  asked,  sir,  how  drcat  Brit  tin 

ment  which  seems  calculated  to  charge  her  with  nearly  half  a  million 
in  time  of  peace,  and  a  million  in  time  of  war?    The  answer  is,  that 
Great  Britain  is  uniting  to  become  one  kingdom  with  Ircl  i;i,/,  ai: 
tribute  prflportionably  with  this  kingdom,  according  to  their  r 
means.     //  the  proportion  of  expense  shall  be  rightly  fived and ascer- 
n  just  principles,  for  every  part  of  the  Empire,  it  is  imm  i- 
fj  tirsaf  lirilain  where  the  expenditure  takes  place.  If  the  internal 
circumstances  of  Ireland  call  for  a  large  proportion  of  the  army  to  be 
cantoned  in  this  island,  the  expense  will  be  greatest  here.     If  the 
southern  coast  of  England  requires  to  be  strengthened,  the  expendi- 
ture will  be  directed  to  that  quarter  ;  but  can  Scotland  and  other 
of  the  Empire,  which  equally  contribute,  but  do  not  require  any  ( 
sive  protection,  feel  any  umbrage  or  jealousy  that  their  state  of  security 
requires  a  less  portion  of  troops,  and  a  less  proportion  of  expense  than 
the  more  exposed  or  convulsed  part  of  the  two  islands  ? 

"  Now,  sir,  let  us  for  a  moment  turn  to  the  situation  of  the  public 
revenues.  The  produce  of  all  the  taxes  in  the  last  year  amounted 
merely  to  £1,850,000,  and  the  present  charges  of  the  debt  alone  are 
near  £  \  400,000  Irish  currency.  I  will,  however,  admit  that  the  reve- 
nues of  this,  kingdom  have,  (luring  the  p-esent  year,  experienced  an 
>rdinary  increase  ;  but  it  is  not  possible  to  suppose  that  the  whole 
of  this  increase  can  be  permanent,  when  it  can  be  accounted  for  by  the 
particular  circumstances  of  the  times.  I  will,  however,  suppose  that 
.the  revenues  may  produce  a  permanent  sum  of  £2,300,000— 

£ 
'•  The  charge  of  our  debt  is  ...  ...         1,400,000 

The    peace   establishment  at  the    lowest 

computation  will  be  ...  ...         1,500,000 


Total  expense     ...  ...         2.  ;oo,ooo 


"  So  that,  if  we  remain  a  separate  State,  we  shall  have  an  annual 
deficiency  of  £600,000,  which  we  must  endeavour  to  supply  by  new 
burdens  upon  the  people  ;  besides  raising  additional  taxes  of  £250,000 
a  year,    so  long  as  the  war  shall   continue,     ff,  on  tht  contra  • 
•arisely  unite  with  Great  Britain^  and  agree  in  a  system  cf  contribution 


-71 


tioitatt  to  **r  rttfiet/n*  mtun*.  lb  futttn  (kargt  *f  oar 

.:.'*<  dim.  mitti**  a  }<>rt  ***  «*  shallot  » 


*p*»t  our  P€>>  :ht  «cV///«v  ta  th*  fir,,,*/ 

I  now.  then,  confidently  appeal  to  toot*  gentlemen  around  me, 
who  have  a  real  stake  in  the  interests  and  happiness  of  this  c* 

nd  i  •  m  the*  vill  •    ••    •   pwti  •  i  «!  I  w 
•  hrantafe>  :  *.•  thr     vfc    :-.  i  bp      ••  m  Ito    in 


.'LI  or  TAKAULI  CAFA< 

In  (he  course  of  this  speech  on  the  commercial  proportion*  of  178$. 

he  argument  that  free  trade  between   the  cou 
would  enable  Ireland  to  compete  tuccestfuQy  afatoit  Eaflith  maoa- 
t arc*,  because  lest  heavily  taxed.  M 


"  He  mo»t  earnestly  entreated  the  Hous*  not  to 
to  be  carried  away  with  the  idem  that  a  poor  country,  merely 

njoyed  Some  comparative  exemption  from  taxes,  was  therefore 
able  to  cope  with  a  rich  and  powerful  country  ;  the  fact,  he  was  ready 
to  contend,  wms  by  no  means  so ;  on  thr  contrary,  the  smallest  burden 
on  a  poor  country  was  to  be  c  u  hco  compared  with  those  of 

a  rich  one.  by  no  means  in  a  proportion  with  their  vcveral  abi! 

i  one  country  exceeded  another  in  wealth,  population*  and  etteb- 
.  .1  proportion  ol  two  to  one,  he  ••  con- 

.:  country  would  be  able  to  bear  near  ten  timei  the 
.ens  that  the  other  would  be  equal  to." 


3.       MR.    \  "N    IHK    1'KiN.  !i'I.:.S    Q|  tlOX. 


On  the  subject  of  the  Financial  Relations  of  Great  Britain  and 
<  orrespondent  of  the  Wtitmin<t*>  \       .     uuon 

tionof  the  KIM  Chancellor  of  the  Iml. 
crald,  regarding  the  purpose  and  effect  of 
.  cqucrsin  1816,     He  said.  - 

•  I  regard  the  Act.  which  the  report  of  your  Finance  Committee  so 
stron.  -.tends  as  the  consummation  of  that  great  compact 

»e  basis  of  our  power  ar>4  our  fame.    .    .    .     D*  •" 


imtnt  will  n>crd«;  'r^ttncy  *flr4* 

:kt  flf  tk*l  taxation  whtik  tkc  w*Uk  ami  *********  *f 
mibltktr  to  s*MH»t,  without  rtftrtmtt  to  tkou  CHU: 
ti*m  wkick  ahn<  Ireland  should  b  t\tm^td  from  the*  Av 
,k*s  which  art  laid  on  all  otiur  sat/teto  oj  I*    UniU* 
Tht  power  of  that  atmfition  is  socially  rtunxd  to  Parliament  ty  th* 
ActofUn 

irly  those  who  voted  for  the  lesohnions  of  1816  had  no  idea  ol 

th?  lengths  to  which  the  repudiation  ot   Irish  rights  would  subse- 
quently be  earned. 
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APPENDIX  B 


THE    ROYAL    COMMISSION. 

I.— THE  TERMS   OF  THE    Rl.l  I-RENCE. 

To  inquire  into  the  Financial  Relations  between  (irc.it  Britain  and 
Ireland  and  their  relative  taxable  capacity,  and  to  report  :— 

i.  t'pon  what  principles  of  comparison,  and  by  the  application  of 
what  specific  standards,  the  relative  capacity  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  to  bear  taxation  may  be  most  equitably  determined. 

:    What,  so  far  as  can  be  ascertained,  is  the  true  proportion,  under 
the  principles  and  specific  standards  so  determined,   between   the 
.  >le  capacity  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

The  history  of  the  financial  relations  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  at  and  after  the  Legislative  Union,  the  charge  for  Irish  pur- 
poses on  the  Imperial  Exchequer  during  that  period,  and  the  amount 
of  Irish  taxation  remaining  available  for  contribution  to  Imperial 
expenditure  :  also  the  Imperial  expenditure  to  which  it  is  considered 
equitable  that  Ireland  should  contribute. 


II.— THE  MEMBERS  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 

COMMISSIONERS  APPOINTED  BY  ROYAL  WARRANT,  DATED 
26TH   MAY,   1894. 

THE  RIGHT  HON.  HUGH  C.  E.  GUILDERS  (since  deceased). 
:          l-ARRER. 

\YI;U;Y. 

II  .>x.  O'CONOR  DON. 

>r,ERT  G.  C.  HAMILTON  (since  deceased). 
SIR  THOMAS  SUTHERLAND,  K.C.M.G.,  M.I'. 
SIR  DAVID  BARBOUR,  K.C.S.I. 
THE  HON.  EDYVAKI)   HLAKE,  M.P. 

i; AM  \Y.  CURRIE.  Esq. 
\Y.   A.   HUNT1  M.P. 

C.  E.  MARTIN,  Esq. 
J.  E.  REUNION!'.  -  M.P. 

TH>  .  PON,   l-q.,  M.P. 

COMMISSIONERS  APPOINTED  BY   FURTHER   ROYAL  WARRANT, 
DATED  22ND  JUNE,    1894. 

HENRY  F.  SLATTERY,  Esq. 
(,.  \Y    YVOLFF,  Esq.,  M.P. 


III.— FINAL   REPORT. 
TO  THE  QUEEN'S  MOST  EXCELLENT  MAJESTY. 

MAY  IT  PLEASE  YOUR  MAJESTY, 

.  the  undersigned  Commissioners  appointed  to  consider  the 
Financial  Relations  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  the  taxable 
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capacity  of  the  two  countries,  bombJy  desire  Co  present  to  Your  Majesty 
this  our  Final  Report. 

i     M  •  have  already  mentioned  in  our  ftrtt   Report  the  steps  which 
we  thought  necessary  to  take  in  turfing  the  inquiry,  and.  sines  that 


Report  was  presented,  we  have  examined  further  witnesses,  and  have 

laid 


ttigated  the  interesting 

before  us  by  Sir  Edward  Hamilton  and  Sir  Robert  Giffen.  to  both  of 
whom  we  feel  much  indebted  for  the  assistance  which  they  have  given 
to  us. 

\Ve  now  proceed  to  refer  to  the  course  of  Parliamentary  inquiry 
into  the  subject  of  Imh  1 i  \ation.  and  to  state  briefly  certain  circum- 
stances connected  with  our  appointment  and  with  the  objects  for  which 
our  inquiry  was  instituted.  At  variout  times  since  the  passing<of  the 
Act  of  Legislative  Union  between  Grr  ,  and  Ireland,  com- 

plaint* have  been  made  that  the  Financial  arrangements  between  the 
two  countries  were  not  satisfactory,  or  in  accordance  with  the  principles 
of  that  Act,  and  that  the  resources  of  Ireland  have  had  to  bear  an 
undue  pressure  of  taxation. 

3.  I  nto  the  truth  of  these  allegations  have  frequently  beta 
called  for,  and  Committees  of  the  House  of  Commons  were  appointed 
in  1811,  1812.  and  1815.  to   investigate  the  financial  resulu  which 
followed  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  Union.    Another  Committee  of  the 

e  of  Commons  was  appointed  in  1864,  which  took  valuable 
evulenc-,  collected  much  documentary  information,  and  reported  in 
the  yeai  1865.  Nothing  practical,  however,  followed  from  the  Report 
of  that  Committee,  and  complaints  still  continued.  In  the  year  1890 
Mr.  Goschcn,  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  consented  that  a 
further  inquiry  should  be  made  by  another  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  terms  of  reference  to  that  Committee  comprised 
several  points,  and  amongst  others  "the  equity  of  the  Financial 
Relations  in  regard  to  the  resources  and  population  of  the  three 
kingdoms "  was  referred  to  them.  This  Committee  was  appointed 
too  late  in  the  Session  to  make  any  substantial  progress,  and  confined 
merely  to  calling  for  financial  information.  For  various  reasons 
>mmittee  was  not  re-appointed,  and  a  change  of  Government 
:  place  in  1892.  Mr.  Gladstone  announced  his  willingness,  in 
connection  with  the  Home  Rule  Bill  of  1893,  to  have  the 
Relations  between  the  two  countries  investigated  by  Commistiosl 
under  Your  Majesty's  seal,  and  hence  our  appointment. 

4.  The  terms  of  reference  that  were  drawn  up  for  our  guidance 
were  probably  dictated  by  the  fact  that  the  investigation  was  con- 
templated   in    connection  with  the    Home  Rule   Kill  of  1893.  the 
financial  arrangements  of  which  were  proposed  to  be  at  first  of  a 
temporary  character,  their  final  adjustment  being  left  undecided  until 
after  the  results  of  our  inquiry  were  made  known. 

5.  These  terms  of  reference  he  nature  and  erent  of  the 
inquiry  confided  to  us.  an  inquiry  admitted,  as  we  have  stated,  by  all 
Parties  of  the  State,  to  be  expedient  and  necessary. 

6.  During  the  progress  of  the  investigation,  we  bad  the  misfortune 
to  lose,  by  death,  two  of  our  most  valued  colleagues.    Early  in  last 
year  we  lost,  by  death,  Sir  Robert  Hamilton,  whose  great  experience 
in  financial  matters,  coupled  with  his  intimate  knowledge  of  Irish 
affairs,  would  have  rendered  his  ad\ice    invaluable:    and  in  last 
January,  after  the  evidence  bad  been  dosed,  we  had  the  farther 

T 
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misfortune  of  losing  our  Chairman,  Mr.  Childcrs. 

the  subject  matter  of  our  inquiry  the  most  unremitting  at  rnuoi 

to  whose  mat  in  <•  councils  we  look-  dance 

in  endeavouring  to  bring  our  labours  to  a  satisfactory  and  useful 

conclusion. 

7.  Our  proceedings  were,  for  a  considerable  time,  suspended  in 
consequence  of  the  death  of  Mr.  Childers,  but,  at  i 

conveyed  to  us  in  a  letter  addressed  to  our  Secretary  on  tin- 

•i.  1896,  by  Your  Majesty's  Secret:  c  proceeded  to 

the  election  of  a  new  Chairman  at  our  meeting  on  the  2ist  April,  and 
one  of  our  body,  O'Conor  I  selected  to  fill  that  office. 

8.  Before  his  death,  our  late  Chairman.  Mr.  Childcrs,  prepared  a 
draft   report,  which  he  directed  should  be  distributed  amongst   us. 
That  report  embodies  the  views  at  which  he  had  arrived  after  an 
exhaustive  consideration  of  all  the  evidence  that  had  been  given  to  us. 
Any  conclusions  so  arrived  at  by  a  man  of  his  experience  as  at 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  with  his  intimate  knowledge  of 
finance,  must  command  the  greatest  respect.    We  have  entered  his 
draft  report  intact  in  the  record  of  our  proceedings. 

9.  The  terms  of  reference  to  our  Commission  are  as  follows  : — 

"To  inquire  into  the  Financial  Relations  between  Great  Britain  and 
Iicland,  and  their  relative  taxable  capacity,  and  to  report : — 

"(!•)  Upon  what  principles  of  comparison,  and  by  the  application 
of  what  specific  standards,  the  relative  capacity  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  to  bear  taxation  maybe  most  equitably  determined. 

"  (2.)  What,  so  far  as  can  be  ascertained,  is  the  trui  proportion, 
under  the  principles  and  specific  standards  so  determined, 
between  the  taxable  capacity  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

"  (3.)  The  history  of  the  Financial  Relations  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  at  and  after  the  Legislative  Union,  the  charge  for 
Irish  purposes  on  the  Imperial  Exchequer  during  that  period, 
and  the  amount  of  Irish  taxation  remaining  available  for  con- 
tribution to  Imperial  expenditure  ;  also  the  Imperial  expenditure 
to  which  it  is  considered  equitable  that  Ireland  should  con- 
tribute." 

10.  In  carrying  out  the  inquiry  we  have  ascertained  that  there  are 
certain  questions  upon  which  we  are  practically  unanimous,  and  we 
t. unk  it  expedient  to  set  them  out  in  this  joint  Report.     Our  con- 
clusions on  these  questions  are  as  follows : — 

I.  That  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  must,  f  >r  the  purpose  of  this 

inquiry,  be  considered  as  separate  entities. 

II.  That  the  Act  of  Union  imposed  upon  Ireland  a  burden  which, 
as  events  showed,  she  was  unable  to  bear. 

III.  That  the  increase  of  taxation  laid  upon  Ireland  between  1853 
and  1860  was  not  justified  by  the  then  existing  circumstances. 

IV.  That  identity  of  rates  of  taxation  does  not  necessarily  involve 
equality  of  burden. 

V.  That  whilst  the  actual  tax  revenue  of  Ireland  is  about  one- 
eleventh  of  that  of  Great  Britain   the  relative  taxable  capacity 
of  Ireland  is  very  much  smaller,  and  is  not  estimated  1  ; 
of  us  as  exceeding  one-twentieth. 
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1 1.  There  are  points  on  which  we  differ.     For  these,  for  a  more 
complete  account  of  our  several  views  on  the  subjects  dealt  with  by 
the  above  conclusions,  and  for  our  views  on  the  whole  geesdon,  we 
beg  to  refer  to  our  separate  Reports. 

12.  We  desire,  to  conclusion,  to  express  our  strong  sense  of  the 

..   ,'      ..  .      :  "       '        "       4"        V  •        - 

from  him  during  the  course  of  our  inquiry. 
All  which  we  most  humbly  submit  for  Your 


O'CONOR  I> 

\V  t  I  It  V 

&  '• 
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TAXATION   IN    1895-6. 
I.— BRITISH  AND  IRISH  REVENUE. 

The  following  Table  gives  (a)  the  Treasury  return  of  the  revenue 
actually  collected  in  Great  Britain  and  in  Ireland,  respectively, 
.lurinfithe  financial  year  1895-6;  (b)  the  Treasury  estimate  of 
the  true  revenue  of  each  country.* 


HEADS  OF  REVENUE. 

BRITISH  REVENUE. 

IRISH  REVENUE. 

A.  CoIUcted 

B*tlm*Ud  True 

AM  Collected 

MfcMMtt  • 

I.  Customs       

£ 
18,812,455 

£ 
18,673,012 

£ 
2,152,843 

£ 
2,292,286 

2,  Excise         

26,296,175 

28,451,528 

5,299,050 

3,M3,697 

3.  Stamps       (excluding 
Fee  Stan 
4.  Taxes  (Land,  House, 
and  Assessed) 
5.  Property  and  Income 
Tax, 

20,510,697 
2.507,749 
15.279,352 

20,301,027 

2,507,749 
15,041,843 

917,142 
703,492 

920,812 
718,001 

Total  Tax  Revenue 

83,406,428 

84,975,159 

9,072,527 

7,074,796 

6.  Post  Office  

10,824,482 

10,824,482 

640,888 

640,888 

7.  Telegraph  Service  ... 

2,681,469 

2,681,469 

154,280 

154,280 

8.  Crown  Lands 

379,442 

379,442 

36,052 

36,052 

9.  Miscellaneous  (includ- 
ing Fee  Stamps) 

2,127,551 

878,049 

128,368 

128,368 

Total  Non-Tax  Revenue 

16,012,944 

14,763,442 

959,588 

959,588 

Totals  1895-6 

99.419,372 

99,7.tf,6oi 

10,032,115 

8,034,384 

Totals  1893-4      ... 

88,728,428 

89,286,978 

9,650,649 

7,568,649 

Increase  since    date  of 
Commission 

10,690,944 

10,451,623 

381,466 

465,735 

See  Note  on  Irish  Taxation,  1895-96. 
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a.— THE  EXCESS  or  IRISH  TAXATION,  1895-6. 
of  feted,  ^s* 


"•SaSSr-"111** ' 


,£4,7' 


3.— IRISH  LOCAL  TAXATION,  1895. 

The   Local  Taxation  of  Ireland,  making  (he  dedoctio»  smrbtotd 
MCMMry  for  duplicate  eotrin.  ami  wpplftoe  the  aWnce  of  a  ccttain 

latcM  iofonaaiioQ  avaibhle.  may  bt  MI  down  far  UM  ymt  l$95,  aemd- 
lag  to  iht  GOVWWMBC  Mvnu.  at 


H  Bl 
or  j  4  per  ocnt  oo  the  amount  in  the  prtvtoos  year. 


4-— INCREASE  IN  IKI>II  TAXATION  SINCE  1893-4. 


in  Imperial  Taxation,  or  oo  Estimated  Tree 
Tax  Revenue  ...        _       /4JI.O77 

Itocreue  in  Local  Taxation 

Total  Inoeaae  to  Taxes    ...       1568,64* 


5.— TOTAL  or  IRISH  TAXATION.  IMPERIAL  AND  LOCAL, 
1895-*. 

I«peml          £8.014.384 

Load  ~      3*84^.583 

Total        ...  ^7,876,967 


6.— NOTE  ON  IRISH  TAXATION,  1895-96. 

When  the  Royal  Commission  oo  the  Financial  Relations  of  Great 
i  and  Ireland  »crc  concluding  their  labour*,  the  latest  available 


returns  oi  taxation  referred  to  the  financial  year  of  1 893-94-     t'poa 

figures  were  based  the  estimates  of  excessive  taxation  which 

so  impressed  the  country.     The  figures  indicated  that  in  1893-4. 

the  total  revenue  collected  in  Ireland  was  / 0,6 50,649,  white  the  total 

revenue  collected  in  Great  Britain  wms/88,73M38.  1  be  gross  revenue 

from  taxes-/.*..  Customs,    Excise,  Stamp*,  and  Income  Tax -col- 

:  in  1 1 eland  was  ^8,725,719,  while  the  correspondmg  revenue  m 

•  Sec  Note  oo  Irish  Taxation,  189$-*. 
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the  case  of  ('•:  iin  u  as  £74,008,036.     To   these   figures  the 

-try  officials   applied   certain   corrections   in  order  to 

•hey  termed  the  •'  estimated  true  revenue"  of  the  country.  Their 

corrections  were  largely  hypothetical.     In  Mr.  Sr\ton's  report  it  was 

pointed  out  that  the  deductions  under  the  Treasury  principles  of  cor- 

rcctio:  >m  £100,000  in  1870  to  over  two  millions  in   1893-4. 

te  opinion,"  said  Messrs.  Sexton,  Blake,  and  Slattery, ' 
be  offered  upon  these  calculations  without   a  detailed  inquiry  ;  and  it 
•  lent  that  statistics  for  one  period  of  four  months  applied  to 
several  years"— as  in  the  case  of  some  of  the  articles  paying  Customs 
-*'  conjectures  founded  on  population,  and  processes  shown  to  be 
liable  to  great  error,  cannot  be  relied  on  in  determining  any  issue  of 
practical   importance  affected  by  the  accurate  gross  amount  of  the 
annual  revenue  of  Ireland."  The  report  added—"  It  must  be  observed 
in  this  connection  that  Mr.  Gladstone,  in  moving  the   Irish  Govern- 
ment Dill  in  1886,  declared  it  would  be  equitable  and  just,  consul 

clations,  to  give  credit  to  Ireland  for  the  total  amount  of  her 
revenue  as  collected."  Ireland,  however,  in  the  estimates  which 
place  the  excess  taxation  imposed  upon  her  at  from  two  and  a- half  to 
two  and  three-quarter  millions,  did  not  get  credit  for  the  revenue  col- 
lected in  the  country,  but  merely  for  what  the  Treasury  estimated  her 
"  true  revenue  "  to  be.  In  1893-4,  £2,082,000  was  deducted  from  the 
gross  revenue  of  Ireland  to  arrive  at  the  *'  true  revenue."  This  de- 
duction gave  £7,568,649  as  the  "true  revenue*'  of  Ireland  ;  while  the 
"estimated  true  revenue"  of  Great  Britain  was  set  down  at 
£89,286,978.  The  estimated  true  tax  revenue  of  each,  if  the  Treasury 
corrections  were  accurate,  would  appear  to  have  been  £6,643  719  and 
^6,036,  respectively.  These  figures  were  accepted  by  Mr. 
Childers  and  Lord  Welby. 

THE  LATEST  RETURNS. 

The  Treasury  has,  since  Parliament  rose,  issued  a  financial  return, 
based  on  the  same  principles,  bringing  the  accounts  up  to  date,  and 
it  becomes  of  interest  to  see  how  the  case  stands  on  the  figures  of  the 
last  financial  year.  To  begin  with,  there  has  been  a  serious  increase 
in  the  gross  Irish  revenue  as  collected  ;  it  has  advanced  from 
£9,650.649  to  £10,032,115— an  increase  of  £381,466  in  two  years. 
The  "estimated  true  revenue"  has  increased  by  £465.735 — the  Trea- 
sury deductions  showing  a  decline  of  over  eighty  thousand  pounds. 
In  1893-4  the  true  revenue  stood  at  £7,568,649,  and  in  1805-6  the 
total  reached  £8,034,384—^6  highest  figure  in  the  record.  £431,077 
of  the  increase  has  been  raised  by  taxes — the  tax  revenue  (corrected) 
having  advanced  from  £6,643,719,  at  which  figure  it  stood  at  the  date 
of  the  Commission,  to  £7,074,796.  Yet,  the  details  of  the  tax  revenue 
show  none  of  the  usual  signs  of  increasing  wealth  or  improving  condi- 
tions of  life.  The  consumption  of  dutiable  articles  was  practically 
stationary',  and  the  greater  part  of  the  increase  in  taxation  was  drawn 
from  taxes  on  property.  The  increase  in  stamps,  including  death 
duties,  amounted  to  £198,185,  and  the  increase  in  income  tax  to 
£64,584.  As  usual,  of  course,  the  increase  in  taxation  was  accom- 
panied by  a  decrease  of  population.  Smaller  numbers  bore  the 
heavier  burthen,  and  the  rate  per  head  of  Imperial  taxation  rose  from 
£i  1 2s.  iod.,  at  which  it  stood  in  1893-4,  to  £i  155.  id.,  by  far  the 
highest  rate  in  the  record. 
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A  FABAbOX. 

However,  though  this  increase  in  taxation  occurred,  by  a  rather 
Ironi  al  parad  •       <-  i     '..••.•    r  ....-  :         .  . 

a  by  a  great  expansion  of  British  revenue.  The  corrected  total 
of  Irish  revenue  was.  as  we  have  seen,  /  8.034  $84,  as  compared  with 
j£ 7. 568,649  in  1893-4.  But  the  corrected  revenue  of  Great  Britain  in- 
creased from  /  8^286.978  to  ,£99.738,601,  an  increase  of  Z  10,451.623. 

c  amounted  to  /9.I79.I2  J  as  com- 
pared with  £431 1077  in  the  case  of  Irish  revenue.    Thus,  the  increase 
since  1893.4  has  been  :i  times  the  increase  in 
although  in  189;  MX  revenue  was  nearly  one* 

th  of  UK  iatever  may  have  been  said  abo 

larcourt's  finance,  it  had  one  merit  at  SO  even* 
heavy  impost  upon  accumulated  wealth  the  increase  of  taxation  for 
Imperial  purposes  has  pressed  less  heavily  on  the  poorer  country. 
In  tact,  the  distribution  of  the  new  bunhens  has  been  in  a  ratio  equal 
to  the  lower  suggested  ratio  of  the  taxable  capacities  of  the  two  coun- 
tries. In  the  result  the  proportion  of  lr.>h  contribution  to 
Imperial  Exchequer  has  apparently  fallen,  on  the  Treasury 
from  7 70  per  cent.  107-34.  That,  however,  is  but  poor  COM 
The  paradoxical  lessening  of  the  Irish  grievance  by  an  increase  of 


taxation  brings  out  with  conspicuous  force  one  of  the  points  in  Mr. 
:i's  report,  which  was  almost  completely  ignored  by  the  other 
reports.    The  sixth  of  the  conclusions  suggested  by  Mr.  Sexton  to  his 
brother  Commissioners  says  : — 

••  H.I  \  mtf  regard  to  the  slender  means  of  Ireland,  and  the  liability  of 
the  United  Kingcom  to  great  increases  of  its  already  vast  expend 
no  system  of  proportionate  taxation  will  exempt  the  means  of  sub- 
sistence in  Ireland  unless  it  be  governed  by  a  provision  to 
taxation  to  a  specified  annual  sum,  or  to  a  certain  defined  proportion 
of  the  Irish  estimated  surplus." 

1  in  the  passage  of  his  report  where  this  conclusion  is  defended 
cxton  say 

••  From  the  print  of  view  of  equality,  equality  of  pressure,  or  equality 
of  convenience,  in  a  partnership  between  a  wealthy  country  and  a 
country  of  small  resources,  a  partnership  involving  expense  on  a 
mat  scale,  and  expense  which  is  subject  to  sudden  and  vast  increase. 
it  is  not  the  same  thing  to  draw  proportionately  on  a  very  small  stnlea 
and  a  very  great  one ;  on  a  small  surplus  heavily  burdened,  anB  a 
great  surplus  that  is  free." 

If  only  the  principle  of  proportionate  contribution  b  asserted,  h  is 
plain  that  Irish  taxation  may  go  on  growing  more  and  more,  and 
growing  beyond  Ireland's  power  to  bear  iu  even  though  regard  be  kad 
to  its  calth  in  the  apportionment  of  the  burthen.  We  see 

what  the  increase  in  the  Navy  brought  Ireland.  Now  there  is  talk  of 
an  increase  in  the  Army.  Probably  another  half  million  wiO  be 
added,  and  yet  our  grievance,  if  taxable  capacity  alone  is  to  be  iu 
measure,  may  grow  less  1 

Tilt.  INCJttASK  IK  KATES. 

'lould  be  remembered  that  rates  are  increasing  m  as  rapid  pro- 
portion.   The  increase  since  1893-4  has  been  £137,571.    Adding  that 
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to  the  advance  of  £465,735  in  Imperial  taxation,  we  find  the  total 
fiscal  burthen  increased  by  over  £603,306  in  two  years,  while  the 
population  fell  during  the  same  period  by  40,548.  Taking  raU 
taxes  together  the  cost  of  the  Government  of  the  country  per  h< 
the  population  grew  from  £2  8s.  lojd.  in  1893-410  £2  us.  ml.  in 
1895-6.  That  was  an  addition  of  155.  6d.  on  the  average  to  the 
amount  levied  from  each  household.  Nor  is  it  only  population  that 
has  fallen  in  the  interval.  The  value  of  Irish  agricultural  produce  fell 
also.  A  moderate  estimate  would  be  10  per  cent.,  and  on  the  figures 
furnished  by  Dr.  Grimshaw— not  the  most  reliable  in  the  world,  it 
must  be  allowed— that  would  mean  a  reduction  of  at  least  three 
millions  in  the  taxable  income  of  the  country.  Taking  the  very 
highest  estimate  of  that  income  suggested  by  any  witness's  evidence 
before  the  Commission,  Mr.  Sexton  found  it  to  be  30  millions.  It 
cannot  now  be  more  than  26.}  millions.  Of  the  30  millions  of  taxable 
income  in  1893-4  £11,273,083  was  taken  away  in  rates  and  taxes ;  of 
the  26  to  27  millions  available  in  1895-96  £11,876,389  was  absorbed. 
Next  year  the  taxation  of  the  country  must  reach  upwards  of 
£  1 2,coo,ooo,  and  there  will  be  less  to  meet  it  But  England  has  an 
Empire  to  maintain  for  her  own  advantage,  and  Irishmen  must  help 
to  pay  for  it,  though  their  means  of  doing  so  grow  less  and  less, 
while  England's  wealth  grows  more  and  more.  This  is  what  Mr. 
Courtney  means  by  equality  of  taxation. — Freeman's  [ourna!%  Jan. 
9th,  1897. 


APPENDIX   D. 

THE  PROPOSED  NEW  COMMISSION, 
i. — THE  TERMS  OF  REFERENCE. 

On  the  nth  of  February,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  Mr.  DILLON" 
asked  Mr.  Balfour  if  he  was  in  a  position  to  state  the  ten 
reference  to  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Financial  Relations  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  which  the  Government  proposed  to  appoint, 
or  whether,  in  consequence  of  the  resolution  passed  by  the  Convention 
of  delegates  in  Dublin  on  Tuesday,  the  Government  would  re-consider 
their  intention  to  appoint  another  Commission. 

Mr.  BALFOUR  said  in  reply  : — The  resolution  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  refers  was  necessarily  passed  in  ignorance  of  the  terms  of 
reference  to  the  proposed  Commission,  and  though  I  should  not  like 
to  question  its  authority,  it  is  a  decision  come  to  on  very  imperfect 
information.  The  actual  terms  of  the  reference  which  we  propose  are 
as  follows : — 

(i.)  To  inquire  and  report  how  much  of  the  total  expenditure  which 
the  State  provides  may  properly  be  considered  to  be  expenditure 
common  to  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  what  share  of  such 
common  expenditure  each  country  is  contributing  after  the  amount 
expended  on  local  services  has  been  deducted  from  its  true  revenue. 

[2.)  How  the  expenditure  on  Irish  local  services,  which  the  State 
wholly  or  in  part  provides,  compares  with  the  corresponding  expend!- 
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England  and  Scotland,  and  whether  such  h.,h 
may  with  advantage  be  re-adiusted  or  reduced. 

(3-)  When  regard  is  had  u*  the  nature  of  the  _ 

force,  to  the  existing  exemptions,  and  to  the  f«w?mtf  of  the 

.  •  • 


jure  by  the  State  on  local  services,  the  provision  in  the  Act  of 

bct*een«;reuii:i,t.i.Ma:,l  h   .       ;  ..... 

turns  05  abatements,  calls  for  any  modification  in  the  financial 


of  the  United  Kingc 

[The  resolution,  of  the  All  Ireland  Committee  on  these  MOM 
reference  will  be  found  on  a  previous  page.) 


a.— THE  DIVISION  or  EXPENDITURE  tirro  IMPERIAL  AND  LOCAL. 

(a)  THE   ILLEGALITY  OF  TUB  DISCRIMINATION 

In  a  paper  on  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  which  Mr. 
Samuels,  Q  C.  an  Irish  Unionist  lawyer,  lead  before  the 
Statistical  and  Social  Inquiry  Society  of  Ireland,  on  February 
26th.  the  writer  dealt  with  the  Treasury  classification  of  ex- 
penditure into  Imperial  and  Local,  which  is  the  basis  of  the 
proposed  reference  to  the  Royal  Commission.  He  declared  the 
constitutional  and  legal  aspect  of  the  question  important, 
pointed  out  that  while  the  71"  Article  of  the  Ac*  of  Union 
for  the  separate  treatment  of  Ireland  for  purposes  of 
The  same  7th  article  of  the  Treaty  provides  that  the  contribution  ol 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  in  the  proportions,  stipulated  shall  be  a 
contribution  to  ••  the  e*p<*diturt  of  the  United  Kingdom.'  and  it  pro- 
vides for  Parliament  in  the  future,  declaring— -  that  the  expenditure 
of  the  United  Kingdom  shall  be  defntftfTrnducfiminmUlv  by  equal 
taxes  imposed  on  the  like  ankles  in  both  countries,  "subject  only  to 
such  abatements  in  Ireland  and  in  Scotland  as  circumstances  may 


appear  from  time  to  time  to  demand,"  and  that  "from  the  period  of 
such  declaration  it  shall  no  longer  be  necessary  to  regulate  the  con- 
tribution of  the  two  countries  towards  the  future  expenditure  of  Ike 
United  Kingdom  wording  U  tun  *petifu  proportion  as  according  to 
any  of  the  rules  thereinbefore  prescribed**  *Aad  it  further  in  the 
same  article  shows  what  in  the  contemplation  of  both 


providing—*4  That  a  sum  not  less  than  the  sum  which  has  bees 
by  the  Parliament  of  Ireland  on  the  average  of  six  years  in 
preceding  the  ist  January,  1800,  in   premiums  for    Uu 


the  time  of  the  Union  were  to  be  regarded  as  local  Irish  purposes  by 

•    . 
,imn 
turns /or 
of  mjrnaUtiuHor  mamjmttm*  «r>r  Mr 


be  applied  for  the 
period  of  twenty  yearsafter  the  Union  to  nuk  Uc*lp*rpeiet  in  /reUnd 
in  such  manner  as  the  Parliament  of  the  Un 
direct."  The  Treaty  thus  clearly  treated  all  expenditure  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  United  Kingdom  no  nutter  where  spent  as  Imperial 
Expenditure,  and  indicates  very  clearly  what  alone  could  be  cUiiiiH 
asexpenditurc  for  local  purposes  in  Ireland.  But  in  the  teeth  o: 
article  of  the  Union  the  Treasury  puts  down  the  charges  for  the  whole 
Government  of  Ireland  as  a  local  expenditure  in  Ireland  which 
must  be  deducted  from  the  revenue  she  yields  before  we  arrive  at  her 
contribution  to  ••  Imperial  Sen-ices." 
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There  seems,  however,  to  be  a  tendency  in  England  to  protest  that 
the  Treaty  of  t  ,  and  is  to  be  ignored  tor  financial 

purposes,  and  that  it  is  the  especial  duty  of  all  good  Unionists  to 
ignore  it  where  it  becomes  inconvenient  to  the  predominant  p.i 
and  cuts  against  England  in  money  matters,  and  Irishmen  are  told 
that  now  we  are  to  be  regulated  by  the  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of 
the  Exchequers  in  such  matters  only  ;  that  this  is  now  the  financial 
charter.  Well,  if  this  is  the  case,  the  right  of  Ireland  to  object  to  the 
Treasury  classification  is  stronger  still.  It  might  be  urged  that  it  is 
a  question  of  construction  in  the  Act  of  Union,  but  under  the  Statute 
of  1816  there  can  be  no  question.  The  enactment  is  perfectly  « 
and  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  Treasury  division  of  the  charges  on  the 
Consolidated  fund  into  Imperial,  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish  expendi- 
ture is  a  violation  of  the  terms  of  this  Act.  The  first  section  of  the 
Statue  56  George  III.,  c,  98,  recites  that  :— 

"  It  has  become  expedient  for  further  carrying  into  effect  the  Acts  of  Union 
that  all  the  public  revenues  of  the  United  Kingdom  should   be  consolidated 
and  applied  to  the  service  of  the  United   Kingdom,"  and  enacts  that 
\hc  5th  January,  1817,  all  the  revenues  which  before  that  date  formed  part  of 
Ac  consolidated   fund  of  Great   Britain  and  Ireland  respectively  sh«»u!  i 
one  General  Fund  to  be  called  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  and  that  the  said  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom,  whether 
the  same  or  any  part  thereof,  shall  be  in  the  Exchequer  of  Great  Britain  or  in 
the  Exchequer  ol   Ireland  respectively,  shall  in  the  first  place  be  charg. 
chargeable  with  and  xhall  from  time  to  time  be  applied  in.h 'si  rim inately  to  the 
payment  oftke  whole  of  the  interest  of  the  National  debts  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  and  the  Sinking  Funds  applicable  to  the  reduction  thereof  as  one  joint 
Consolidated  National  Debt,  Interest  and  Sinking   Fund  ;  and  in  the  next 
place  the  said  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  said  United  Kingdom  shall  / 
manner  be  charged  and  chargeable  with,  and  shall  l>e  applied  to  the  payment 
of  the  salaries  and  other  charges  of   His  Majesty's  Civil  List  Establishment  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ;  and  in  the  next  place  the  said  Consolidated  Fund 
of  the  United  Kingdom  shall   in  like  manner  be  charged  and  chargcabl- 
and  be  applied  in  payment  of  all  other  charges  whatsoever  made  payable  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Funds  of  Great  Britain  and   Ireland  respectively  under  or 
by  virtue  of  any  Act  or  Acts  in  force  immediately  before  the  5th  January,  1817, 
and  after  payment  and  satisfaction  of  all  the  aforesaid  charges,  the  said  Con- 


applied  accordingly. 
This  is  then  the  legal  aspect  of  the  case. 

(£)     IS   EXPENDITURE  A   SET-OFF  FOR  EXCESS  TAXATION. 

The  references  to  the  proposed  New  Commission  may  be  practi- 
cally answered  from  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission.  On  the 
presumed  distinction  between  Imperial  and  Local  Expenditure  and 
the  suggested  principle  that  Expenditure  is  a  set-off  for  Excessive 
Taxation  Mr.  SEXTON  says  :— 

"  Ireland,  under  the  Treaty  of  Union,  for  the  purpose  of  taxation,  is 
regarded  and  dealt  with  as  a  separate  country,  and  cannot,  under 
that  Treaty,  be  otherwise  dealt  with  or  regarded.     It  is  self-evi 
that  she  was  dealt  with  as  a  separate  country  by  the  system  of  pro- 
portional taxation,  yet  Lord  Castlereagh,  in  moving  the  articles  <  • 
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•portion  of  expense  shall  be  rightly  fixed,  a 
iples,  for  every  pan  of  the  eaipire. 
where  the  expenditure  takes  piece* 


The 


regard  to  the  limit  of 
.  the  pnncii^e  adopted  m  the  Treaty,  aad  enacted  by 

t::f  Mai  Ian 


-  Under  the  proportional  system,  after   payment  of  the  separate 

the  quota  of*  expenditure  of  the  United  Kingdom,'  and,  since  1816. 
when  separate  debt  charges  were  abolished,  the  wh 

I  :          .  .'I'.'  r  ;  .:    - 


id  has  been  contributed  to  the  expenditure  of  the  United  King, 
dom.  the  only  expenditure  since  cognuable  under  the  Act  of  Union. 
The  propomonal  system  was  not  to  be  abandoned,  unless  Parliament 
was  satisfied  that  the  'circumstances'  of  Ireland  admitted  of  the 
contemplated  change «  the  system  of  equal  taxes  on  the  same  ankles 
was  only  to  be  apfUied*  as  circiimsunces  might  require 'and  alwavt. 
without  limit  of  time,  the  application  of  that  system  was  to  be  quali- 
fied and  checked  by  4  soch  particular  exemptions  and  sbatrsneuts'  ia 
1  relandt  *  as  circumstances  might  appear  to  demand*'  It  is  unqoes- 
tionably  evident  that  Ireland  under  this  Treaty  cannot  be  regarded  as 
a  separate  country  ;  that  equal  taxes  are  only  to  be  imposed  'a* 
cumstances  require' ;  that  the  circumstances  of  Ireland,  her  resources 
relatively  to  those  of  Great  Britain,  are  always  to  be  separately  con- 
sidered, so  that  by  'exemptions  and  abatements,'  she  may  be  pro- 
tected from  being  taxed  beyond  her  relative  means;  that  she 
contributes  her  whole  revenue  towards  the  whole  expenditure  of  the 
ngdom,— not  pan  of  it  to  meet  one  set  of  charges,  aad  the 
rest  of  it  to  defray  another ;— and  that  the  amount  of  Imperial  expen- 
diture in  Ireland  has  no  effect  or  bearing  on  the  question  of  the 
amount  which  the  circumstances  of  Ireland,  compared  with  those  of 


Great  Britain,  enable  her  to  contribute  to  the 

-  Taxation  of  Ireland  in  excess  of  the  measure  defined  by  her  rela- 
tive resources  violates  the  covenant  which  extinguished  the  Parmvnent 
of  Ireland,  and  oftends  against  the  sokmn  obligation  on  the  faith  of 

'    e  sole  power,  and  a 


which  the  Imperial  Parliament  secured  the  tote  power,  and  accepted 
the  duty,  of  administering  Irish  afimirs.  Such  taxation  is  not  to  be 
justified,  or  in  any  degree  excused,  by  reference  to  the  amount  of  ex- 
penditure in  Ireland,  which  the  Imperial  Parliament,  in  the  discharge 
of  its  duty,  has  thought  necessary  or  proper  to  incur." 

MR.  GUILDERS  practically  answers  the  first  aad  second,  aad  the 
rVef  part  of  the  third  reference  in  his  draft  report  (Pars.  276  to  293). 
He  says  :— 

he  argument  has  arisen  that  account  should  be  taken  of 
what  money  is  spent  from  the  Exchequer  upon  services  internal  to 
Ireland,  and  that  the  question  to  be  considered  is,  aot  whether  the 
whole  true  revenue  derived  from  Ireland  is  ia  due  proportion  to  her 
relative  wealth  aad  taxable  capacity,  but  whether  the  balance  remain* 

ter  meeting  this  internal  expenditure  is  ia  that  ptopottion. 
•  It  is  evident  that  a   very  different   resuh   is   obtained  if  the 
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matter  is  looked  at  (a,  irom  the  point  of  view  of  the  true  revenue 
contributed  by  Ireland  to  the  total  Exchequer  revenue,  and  (3)  from 
that  of  the  balance  of  revenue  contributed  by  Ireland  to  the  expendi- 
ture classified  by  the  Treasury  as  '  Imperial '  after  deducting  that 
classified  as '  local.' 

"  In  the  first  case  the  contribution  of  Ireland  is  about  one- 
thirteenth  of  the  whole.  In  the  second  case  it  is  about  one-thirtieth. 

"  It  has  been  argued  that  it  is  impossible  to  make  a  valid 
distinction  between  imperial  and  local  expenditure  in  the  case  of 
revenue  which  is  levied  and  applied  under  the  direct  sanction  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  and  by  the  Imperial  authorities.  The  only  real 
distinction,  it  is  contended,  which  can  be  made  is  the  usual  one 
between  imperial  taxes  on  the  one  side  and,  on  the  other,  local  rates 
or  taxes  which  are  both  levied  and  applied  by  local  representative 
authorities.  It  is  urged  that  so  long  as  no  such  local  body  exists  for 
the  whole  of  Ireland  the  attempt  to  discriminate  exactly  between 
expenditure  upon  imperial  and  expenditure  upon  Irish  services  leads 
to  serious  difficulties  in  details.  It  is  not  clear,  for  instance,  why  the 
Viceregal  establishment  in  Dublin  should  be  treated  as  an  Irish  and 
not  an  imperial  service.  The  cost  of  the  British  Museum  was  at  first 
treated  by  the  Treasury  as  an  imperial,  but  subsequently  as  a  purely 
English  service.  The  Irish  Constabulary,  the  cost  of  which  forms  so 
large  an  item  in  the  total  of  services  classified  as  Irish,  are.  it  is  con- 
tended, much  more  in  the  nature  of  an  imperial  than  of  an  Irish 
service. 

"  In  reply  to  this  argument  it  was  contended  by  Sir  Edward 
Hamilton  : — 

•'  I.  That,  although  it  may  not  be  possible  to  draw  an  exact  line  of 
demarcation  between  Imperial  and  local  expenditure  of  Exchequer 
revenue,  yet  the  broad  distinction  is  sufficiently  clear  for  practical 
purposes.  It  is  legitimate,  he  maintained,  to  designate  as  '  local ' 
all  Exchequer  expenditure  which  would  cease  to  be  necessary  if 
Ireland  ceased  to  exist. 

*  2.  That  it  is  impossible  to  hold  that  the  only  line  of  distinction  is 
between  the  revenue  which  is  levied  and  applied  by  Imperial 
authorities  and  that  which  is  levied  and  applied  by  local  authori- 
ties. In  recent  years  a  considerable  sum  out  of  the  Exchequer 
revenue  has  been  annually  paid  over  to  the  local  authorities  in 
each  kingdom,  to  be  applied  by  them  to  certain  local  purposes. 
The  taxpayer  has  thus  been  relieved  in  his  capacity  of  ratepayer. 
The  following  illustration  was  adduced  by  way  oV  a  reductio  ad 
absurdum  of  the  contention  that  excess  of  loci-.l  Exchequer 
expenditure  should  not  be  taken  into  account  as  a  set  off  against 
excess  of  revenue  raised  from  Ireland.  Suppose,  it  was  said, 
that  the  Legislature  were  to  decide  that  the  whole  of  the  present 
expenditure  now  borne  by  local  rates  in  Ireland  should  be  paid 
from  the  Exchequer,  leaving  the  local  expenditure  of  England 
and  Scotland  mostly  charged  upon  rates,  as  at  present.  Then, 
it  was  urged,  if  the  contention  that  no  expenditure  in  Ireland  is 
to  be  taken  into  account  be  admitted,  it  would  follow  that  the 
supposed  complete  relief  of  the  Irish  ratepayer  would  not  be 
relevant  to  the  question  whether  the  Exchequer  revenue  raised 
from  Ireland  was  in  excess  of  her  relative  capacity. 


was  further  pointed  out  that  certain  upenditere  woicfc  it.  in 
Crea:  •<-*  and  other  < 

is,  in  Ireland,  borne  entirely,  or  almost  entirely,  by  the  F 
revenue.    The  expenditure  upon  police  and  pubix 

•  vat  said,  tliAt  the 

upon  police  m  Ireland  were  on  the  tame  ba»i%  m  | 
tion  a»  in  England  and  S,,,tLtnd.  the  forcr 


If  it  was  maintained  in  the  same  way  as  in  England 

•ute  lyxvloo,  and  the  other  moiety 
have  to  be  raised  by  means  of  rates  in  Ireland.    In  the  sane  way,  * 


was  represented*  the  Kxcneooer  contribu 
in  Ireland  a  sum  whu  h.  in  England  and 

••  It  was  urged  that  the  special  relief  which  the 

»  their  capacity  of  ratepayers,  receive  from  these 
qoer  expenditure  mutt  be  set  off  against  any  ciccss  of 
fas  compared  with  relative  taxable  capacity)  which  may  be  derived 
from  them. 

was  said,  considerable  sums  have  been  granted  fot 
railways  and  for  river  drainage  in  Ireland  out 


of  Exchequer  r  So  similar  grants  having  been  made  to  Eng- 

land or  Scotland.     Expenditure  m  this  form  must  also,  it  vat  coo- 
tended,  be  taken  into  account  as  a  partial  set-off. 

M  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  cost  to  the  Exchequer  of 
government  in  Ireland  is  much  greater  in  proportion  to  the  wealth  and 
population  of  the  island  than  it  is  in  Great  Britain.    The  cost  per 
head  of  the  population  for  services  fhittffiH  by  the  Treasury  as  'local* 
was,  in  l&  i  is.  $d,  and  lor  Ireland,  19*.  Td. 

44  This  large  difference  appears  to  be  due  to  the  (acts— 

(1)  That  the  cost  of  the  police  is  excessively  large  in  Ireland. 

(2)  That  almost  the  whole  of  this  cost  and  that  ot 

falls,  in  Ireland,  upon  Exchequer  revenue,  while  in  England 
and  Scotland  pan  of  these  costs  are  met  from  local  rates  and 
other  sources. 

(3.)  That  the  legal  establishments  and  the  civil 
special  to  Ireland  cost  more  in  proportion  to 
m  Great  Britain. 

.  e  think  that  the  nature  of  the  public  expenditure  in  Ireland 
and  the  possibility  of  reducing  it  would  be  a  very  proper  subject  for  a 
separate  mqu.ry.  1 1  does  not.  however,  seem  that  because  the  cost  of 
central  admmiMration  m  Ireland  is  greater,  relatively  to 
and  wealth,  than  it  is  in  <  ,rcat  Britain,  this,  by  Uvr  t 
the  people  of  Ireland  should  contribute  to  the  public 
in  excess  of  their  relative  wealth. 


according  to  a  certain  ratio,  or  whether,  as  snbeaqo 

indiscriminate  taxation  subject  to  exceptions)  have  a 

and  separate  consideration.     But  it  was  their  equally 

that  all  expenditure,  including  no  toss  that  up. 

Ireland  than  that  upon  the  army  and  navy,  should 

Imperial     It  was  never  intended  that  the  ratio  of  contribution  or  the 
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extent  of  the  exceptions  and  abatements  (as  the  case  might  be)  should 
be  affected  by  consideration  of  the  relative  cost  of  administration  n 
of  the  three  kingdoms.  We  think  that,  while  legislative  and  fiscal  union 
between  the  kingdoms  remains,  t !»;.-,  way  of  treating  the  matter 
hold  good. 

•*  So  long,  in  any  case,  as  we  are  engaged  in  discussing  the  main 
question,  viz.  :  the  u  able  capacity  of  Ireland,  it  is  not  re! 

to  the  inquiry  to  ask  in  what  manner  the  rc\  1  from   Ii 

is  expended.     It  is  the  object  of  this  part  of  the  inquiry  .tin,  bo 

far  as  possible,  the  relative  wealth  of  the  two  countries. 

:.  however,  in  the  result  of  the  in  trs  that  in 

consequence  of  the  incidence  of  taxation  Ireland  contributes  a  revenue 
!y  in  excess  of  lur   relative  capacity,   and  the   •  under 

consideration  becomes  that  of  the  extent  of  the  compensation  to  be 
given  to  Ireland  or  adjustment  to  be  made  in  her  favour,  then  and  in 
that  case,  it  appears  to  be  fair  to  inquire  whether  any  charges  which  in 
England  and  Scotland  are  met  by  local  rates  are  in  Ireland  borne  by 
Exchequer  revenue  to  the  relief  of  the  ratepayer. 

"  The  facts  that  the  costs  of  the  police  force  is  excessively  large 
in  Ireland,  and  that  the  legal  and  civil  establishments  special  to  Ire- 
land cost  more  in  proportion  to  the  population  than  those  spt 
Oreat  Britain,  are,  we  think,  as  irrelevant  to  the  question  of  compen- 
sation or  relief  as  they  are  to  that  of  taxable  capacity.     But  it  is,  in  our 
opinion,  fair  to  take  into  account,  as  a  'set-ofi;'  the  fact  that  the  in- 
habitants of  Ireland  make  very  small  contribution  from  local  rates  or 
subscriptions  towards  the  cost  of  primary  education  or  towards  that  of 
the  police  (taking  that  part  only  of  the  police  force  which  would  be 
necessary  if  the  Irish  police  corresponded  in  numbers  and  char 
to  that  of  England  and  Scotland),   while  the  inhabitants  of  < 
Britain,  qua  ratepayers,  do  contribute  largely  to  the  cost  of  their  own 
police  and  schools. 

"  We  have  already  stated  our  conclusion  that  the  taxable  capacity 
of  Ireland  should  be  taken  as  being,  as  at  present,  about  one-twentieth 
of  that  of  the  United  Kingdom.  If  the  revenue  derived  from  Ireland 
were  in  proportion  to  this  relative  capacity,  it  would  be  about  2^  mil- 
lions a  year  less  than,  in  consequence  of  the  existing  incidence  of 
taxation,  it  at  present  is. 

"It  appears  that,  if  the  police  in  Ireland  were  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  in  England  and  Scotland,  the  total  cost  of  the  force  would  be 
rather  more  than  ;£6oo,opo  per  annum,  instead  of  about  .£1,400,000,  as 
it  actually  now  is-  Of  this  sum,  on  the  same  supposition,  halt,  or  about 
;£  300,000,  would  be  borne  by  the  local  rates.  To  this  sum  of  .£300,000 
about  ^200,000  must  be  added  to  represent  the  cost  which  would  fall 
on  Irish  rates  or  Irish  subscribers  if  education  in  Ireland  were  a  local 
burden  to  the  extent  that  it  is  in  England  and  Scotland.  Alto- 
we  think,  the  extent  of  the  *  set-off,'  upon  the  ground  or  principle 
indicated,  may  be  taken  as  half  a  million. 

*' If  this  'set-oiT*  is  deducted  from  the  sum  of  2^  millions  found 
to  represent  the  excess  of  revenue  derived  from   Ireland  over  taxable 
capacity,  the  sum  of  2^  millions  per  annum  will  represent  the  nu. 
of  any  adjustment  to  be  made  in  favour  of  Ireland,  whether  by  reduc- 
tion of  taxation  or  by  allocation  of  revenue." 
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